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Abandonment of railroad lines; pp. 15 75, 
347, 403, 471, 526, 531, 663, 664, 865, 72" 724, 
932, 1253, 1637, 1581 

Accidents, ‘railroad; pp. 166, 590, 878, 1152. 

_ and general prosperity: pp. 1243, 


Alcohol, rates on, etc.; p. 508. 

American Automobile Association; motorbus 
meeting; A 1668. 

American-Hawaiian annual report; Ps 620. 

American Legion trip to Paris; p. 552 

American 1%! Association; reports, meet- 


ings, etc.; , 363, 1505. 
American i pp, "Line Railroad Association; 
pp. 665, 1270. 


Army, RavY transport service abolition; pp. 

Arbitration, commercial; p. 1274. 

Associated Traffic Clubs of America; pp. 503, 
1137 (meeting at Memphis). 

Atlanta, Ga., advertising "—¥" p. 38. 

Automobiles, rates on, etc.; 430. 

Aviation; pp. 38, 268, 372, *4d0,. 550, 716, 1144, 
1383, 1420, 1445, 1446, 1507, 70. 

Baker, J. D.; function of a traffic bureau; p. 


Barrels, rating on; . 1196. 

Bath tubs, rates on; 1640. 

Baltimore & Ohio cuttonnial: pp. 339, 549. 

Baltimore, port of, report of Rivers and Har- 
bors board; p. 885. 

Bauer, Miss Winifred G., president Women’s 
Traffic Club of San Francisco; p. 1011. 

Bierd, W. G.; address before American Rail- 
way Engineering Association; p. 718. 

a= eee pp. 809, 1070, 1194, 1476, 1490, 

Bloemer, E. G.; function of a traffic bureau; 


p. 1310. 
Board of mediation (see Labor). 
Borah, Senator; trip ‘to omg gue p. 591. 
Bridge tolls over Red River; pp. 552, 613. 
British rail freight rates; DP. 0. 
Brown, J. J.; traffic education; p. 1608. 
Bureau of Railway Economics, report of; p. 


Burwell, rT. Cs mm 2606. 

Busses, motor "(see Trucks and Busses). 
Butler, é. Hi.3 a x education; p. 1422. 
Butterbaugh, W . E.; p. 1649. 


CANADA 


Accidents, railroad; pp. 159, 813, 994. 

Appropriations for railways and merchant 
marine; p. 

Aviation; pp. 494, 556. 

Beer shipments to U. S.; p. 1208. 

Board of Railway Commissioners; rulings, 
hearings, etc.; pp. 32, 89, 236, 554, 626, 698, 
811, 888, 392, 894, 1078, 1080, 1275, 1278, 1341, 
1344, 1416, 1478. 

Bottles, glass, rates on; p. 1341. 


oe < oo National business with U. S.; p. 


Canadian National Railway annual report; 
pp. 888, 960 


“agen Pacific Railway annual report; p. 

Canadian Traffic League; pp. 174, 374. 

Canal traffic; pp. 301, 1279, 1341. 

Car loading; pp. 31, 161, 236, 300, 375, 430, 
488, 554, 622, 696, 758, 811, 888, 758, 960. 
1022, 1078, 1139, 1208, 1275, 1341, 1416,’ 1476, 


Coal, rates, etc.; pp. 488, 626, 1344, 1534. 

Consolidations of lines and services; pp. 430, 
1022, 1278, 1478, 1535. 

Construction, railroad; pp. 31, 161, 378, 490, 
tit 556, 694, 760, 960, 1078, 1080, 1137, 1478; 


Crows Nest Pass rate adjustment; p. 622. 

UVemurrage; 960. 

—— report on maritime freight rates; 
Dp 

Earnings, railroad; pp. 31, 89, 236, 430, 492, 
ey 696, 760, 811, 890, 1032, 1136, 1275, 1476, 

Equipment of Canadian railroads; p. 488. 

Explosive transportation regulations; p. 1478. 

Express rates and statistics; pp. 813, 1344. 

Grain and grain products; p. 161. 

Grand Trunk Pacific bonds; p. 556. 


General rate inquiry; pp. 236, 301, 374, 426, 
487, 553, 622, 690, 156, 810, "887, 954, 1018; 
1076, 1135, 1206. 

Intercoastal traffic; p. 158. a 


Joint tariff cancellation; p. 1080. 
Labor wages, etc.; pp. 378, 552, 760, 1478, 


Land grants; p. 378. 

Legislation, ‘railroad; pp. 813, 887, 956, 958, 
1020, 1022. 

Lumber transit charge; p. 1275. 

Maritime province rates; p. 813. 

Merchant marine; p. 960. 

Montreal harbor trade; p. 300. 

Motor vehicles; p. 32. 

Ocean shipping statistics; pp. 32, 894. 

Cpgenting Statistics; pp. 159, 428, 758, 810, 
892, 1476. 

Rail statistics; pp. a, 376, 1208. 

Railway finance: p. 1136. 

Rouyn traffic agreement; p. 32. 

Steamship act; p. 690. 

Telephone rates: p. 1535. 

Thornton, Sir Henry; p. 374; attack on in 
house; p. 490. 

Tobacco rates; p. 892. 

Typowte, Hamilton & Buffalo agreement; p. 


score OF 1. C. C. IN THE 
TRAFFIC WORLD 
July to ae) bark 1908. 
Vol. 2, Lac. 61 


to 
141. C. C. 619 
Janua to June, 1908. 
Vol. and 3. P 
16 I. C. C. 422 
July to a 1909. 


Vol. 4. 
17 1. C. C. 388 
qravery to June, 1910. 


Vol. to 
19 I. C. C. 102 
July to December, 1910. 


Vol. 6. to 
201.C. C. 31 
a a to June, 1911. 


Vol. to 
21 I. C. C. 181 
July yg December, 1911. 


Vol. to 
22 1. Cc. C. 138 
saquary to June, 1912. 


Vol. to 
241. C. C. 192 
July to December, 1912. 


Vol. 10 
25 I. C. y 349 


an 
20 I. C. C. 486 
January to —_ 1913. 


Vol. 11 o 
27 I. C. C. 343 
July to December, 1913. 


Vol. 12. to 
28 I. C. C. 549 
January to 7 1914. 


Vol. 13. ° 
30 I. C. C. 528 
July to December, 1914. 


Vol. 14 to 
32 I. C. C. 291 
January to June, 1915. 


Vol. 15. to 
34 I. C. C. 277 
July to December, 1915. 


Vol. 16. to 

87 1. C. C. 118 
January to June, 1916. 
Vol, 17. to 

401. C. C. 52 
July to nenemee « 1916. 


Vol. 18. ce) 
42 1. C. C. 374 
January to ——. 1917. 


Vol. 19 oO 
46 I. C. C. 212 


July to December, 1917 


Vol, 20. to 
471. C. C. 482 
January to —_ 1918. 


Vol. 21. ° 
50 I. C. C. 396 
July B ne 1918. 


Vol. 
511. C. C. 504 
January to a. 1919. 


Vol. 23 °o 
53 I. C. C. 384 
July to December, 1919. 


Vol. 24. to 
55 I. C. C. 582 
January to June, 1920. 


Vol. 25. to 
67 I. C. C. 663 
July to December, 1920. 


Vol. 26. to 
59 I. C. C. 495 
January to June, 1921. 


Vol. 27. to 
er1.c Cc. Si 
July to aiainenees. ae 


Vol. 28. ‘Oo 
64 I. C. C. 687 
January to June, 1922. 


Vol, 29. to 
69 I. C. C. 145 
July to December, 1922. 


ol. 30. to 
741. C. C. 488 
January to —-, 1923. 


Vol. 31. Cs) 
80 I. C. C. 594 
July to ae. 1923 


Vol. 32. ts) 
85 I. C. C. 130 
January to —, 1924. 


Vol. 33. ci) 
89 I. C. C. 725 
July to aemeeane* 1924. 


Vol. 34. ce) 
93 I. C. C. 639 
January to 7, 1925. 


Vol. 35. () 
100 I. ©. C. 70 
July to eaaanas ~ 1925 


Vol. 36. Oo 
104 I. C. C. 340 
January to —_ 1926 


Vol. 87. o 
112 I. C. C. 500 
Fae to December, 1926 


ol. 38. to 
118 I. C. C. 630 
January to June, 1927 


Vol. 39. to 
126 I. C. C. 486 





Traffic reports and Seghates: PP. 159, 423, 
wor " 892, BB. aM 
est Indian steams “service; 31, 23 
430, 760, 894. P _ 


Candy; shipments of; pp. 444, 908. 

Canned goods, rates on, etc.; pp. 1323, 1648. 

Capitalization’ of railroads; p. 1010. 

Car interchange; p. — 

Car hire, rules, etc.; 484, 677. 

Cars, assigned; pp. ‘Sele 547, 610, 1446, 1472. 

Car service; p. 816, 443. 

Cars, loading of; My 438, 924, 1196. 

Cars, location of; pp. 22, 232, ai, 484, 816, 912, 
1022, 1154, 1296, 1404, 1526, 1614 

Cars, ‘movement of; pp. 198, 908. 

Car surplus and shortag e; 28, 102, 140, 224, 
318, 368, 444, 483, 539° 703, Po74, 808, 902, 978, 
1006, 1094, 1152, 1224° 1283, 1344, 1406, 1492? 
1507, 1526, 1670. 

Cement, rates on, etc.; pp. 267, 743. 

Chamber of Commerce of the U. S.; meetings, 
etc.; pp. 231, 284, 398, 718, 951, 1142, 1197. 

Chambers, Edward; pp. 440, 459. 

mae W. H.; co- -operative rate making; 
p. > 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul; reorganiza- 
a of; pp. 123, 139, 222, 999, 1150, 1364, 1492, 


Chicago Shippers’ Conference; pp. 630, 966. 

Chinese deportation rates; p. 158. 

Civil service; pp. 197, 240, 484. 

Claims and claim prevention; p en = 926, 
1009, 1086, 1140, 1192, 1195. Dis, 

Clancy, J. F.; ; errors in billing; p. ho” 

Classification; pp. 650, 1196, 1608. 

Coal, production, rates distribution, etc.; 
10, 22, 96, 122, 162, 166, 198, 219, 244, 267, 287, 
318, 350, 368, 379, 411, 414, 478, 539, 543, 591, 
607, 610, 638, 652, 677, 678, 754, 809, 816, 874, 
880, 974, 745, 748. 1024, 1094, 1152, 1192, 1201, 
1230, 1286, 1322, 1364, 1382, 1394, 1416, 1445, 
1492’ 1507, 1523, 1554; 1590, 1614, 1630, 1631, 
1640, 1646. 

College of Advanced Traffic; p. 1094. 

Commerce clause amendment; p. 613. 

Commission appropriations; pp. 150, 195. 

Commission, appointments, personnel, etc.; 
pp. 8, 28, 38, 90, 141, 196, 197, 266, 366, 418, 
458, 521, 522, 698, 1311. 

Commission decisions, distribution of; p. 1050. 

Commission, plans for reorganization of; pp. 
266, 418, 484, 521. 

Commission, reports: printing of; 598° 62. 

Commission’s annual eg D. 

Commission, work of; 987, 1895. 

Commodity rate conedlintion m ¢. F. A. Ft 
F. A. and W. T. L. territories; pp. 1404, 
1466, 1521. 

Commodity statistics; pp. 84, 878, 1614. 

Communications Commission; Watson bill to 
create; p. 1182. 

Compensation for federal control; pp. 182, 268, 
420, 1228, 1266. 

Conn, Donaid D.; p. 1412. 

Consolidation of railroads, general plans for; 
Pp. 150, 225, 268, 340, 442, 494, 546, 590, 591, 
B75, 1045, 1381, 1631. 

Consolidations, leases, mergers and purchases; 
pp. 15, 59, 60, 152, 225, 226, 47, 442, 466, 494, 
496, 536, 546, 589, 590, 664, 665, 666, 786, 787, 
806, 865, 866, 938, 717, 724, 746, 998, 999, 1142, 
1150, 1156, 1181, 1248, 1253, 1263, 1321, 1325, 
1383, 1384, 1391, 1392, 1430; 1461, 1468, 1512, 
1513; 1535, 1598, 1636, 1538, 1641. 

Construction and extension of railroad lines; 
pp. 14, 110, 124, 128, 281, 350, 446, 560, 600, 
613, 796, 864, 932, 954, 998, 999, 1044, 1065, 
1110, 1150, 1353, 1254, 1321, 1390, 1492, 1513, 
1520, 1525, 1576, 1632, 1652. 


Coolidge, President; vacation plans; pp. 717, 
1383; views on consolidation; p. 1381. 

Coordinated Terminal Services, series by G. 
Lloyd Wilson, Ph. D.; pp. 1267, 1407, 1537, 
1654. 

Cotton, rates on, etc.; pp. 38, 222, 650, 675, 796, 
854, 856, 743, 1002, 1311. 

Cottonseed and related commodities; rates on, 
etc.; pp. 743, 1044, 1108, 1404, 1463. 

Court of claims; transportation decision; P. 
477. 

Criminal prosecutions (see Rebates); p. 855, 
1194, 1195, 1258, 1406, 1476, 1530, 1608. 

Crooks, i, D.; warehouse financing service; Pp. 
122. 

Cuban shipments; pp. 886, 1148. 

Currency size reduction; p. 1445. 

Dairy products, rates on, etc.; pp. 248, 370, 
532, 1150. 

Davey, Martin L., representative from Ohio; 
Pp. i 109. 


DECISIONS OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION. 


(Decisions under the above caption are in- 
dexed by title where there is a complainant. 
Where there is none they are indexed by the 
commodity or subject affected.) 


Aberdeen Commercial Club et al. vs. Camas 
Prairie et al.; case 17085; coarse grain 
(mimeographed) ; p. 1456. 

Acme Brick Co. vs. A. & N. R. et al.; case 
16525; brick (120 I. C. 2. 112- 114); p. 11. 
Acme Brick Co. vs. i a of Ga t ‘al; case 
18052; brick (123 I. Pe 660- 662): p. 1049. 


423, 
, 236, 


48, 


72, 
5, 912, 


, 224, 
1492} 


tings, 
97. 
king; 


niza- 
1492, 


66. 


= 
“T404, 


bill to 
2, 268, 


is for; 
0, 591, 


MERCE 


are in- 
lainant. 
by the 


Camas 
> grain 
1. ; case 


1.3 case 
p. 1049. 
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Agricultural implements between fa" in 
southeast; I. and S. 2719 (122 I. C. C., 191- 
194); p 462. 

Ala. ‘Mining Institute vs. Ill. Cent. * 2 case 
16505; coal (mimeographed); p. 

Albers Bros. Milling Co. vs. "A. " 7 S. F. 
et al.; case 17928; oats (mimeographed); DP. 
1455. 

Alderman, D. L., et al. vs. & V. et al.; 
case 15962; watermelons 130 I. C. C., 387- 
391); p. 200. 

Allaire, Woodward & Co. vs. A. T. & S. &. 
et al.; case 17054; —- flowers (120 
I. C. C., 249-250); p. 206. 

Allen Gravel Co. Ry Cc. + I. & P. et al; 
a 16799; gravel (123 I. C. C., 650-653); 


990. 

Alien Manufacturing Co. et al. vs. A. G. S. 

et al. 7 uae 16926; pig iron (mimeographed) ; 
131 

alien, W. F., & Co. et al. vs. B. C. & A. et 
al.; case 17096; ice by express (122 I. C. 
C., 351-359); p. 594. 

Allied Packers, Inc., et al. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 14800; fresh meat (122 I. C. C., 115- 
120); p. 720. 

American Cement Tile Manufacturing Co. vs. 
P. R. R. et al.; case 16892; cement roofing 
slabs (120 I. C. C., 611- 613); p. 271. 

American Cement Tile Mfg. Co. vs. A. & A. 
et al.; case 17257; roofing slabs (120 I. C. C., 
730- 733); p. 345. 

American ‘Distilling Co. vs. A. C. & Y. et al.; 
case 17329; alcohol (mimeographed) ; p. 
1580. 

American Door & Manufacturing Co. vs. B. 
& O. et al.; case 7 wooden doors (122 
4, C. Cy 471-473); D. 

American Fruit and i Shippers’ 
Assn. et al. vs. Am. Ry. Express et al.; 
case 12680; fruit (mimeographed); p. 1580. 

American Fuel Co. of Utah et al. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; case 13509; coal (123 I. C. C., 
101-114); p. 790. 

American Linseed Co. vs. C. M. & St. P.; 
case 17838; linseed oil (mimeographed); p. 
1511. 

American Maize Products Co. vs. N. Y. C. et 
al.; case 18071; gluten feed (126 I. C. C., 
137- 140); p. 1122. 

— National Live Stock Ass’n et al. 

. & F. et al.; case 15686; also 
17000" Rate Structure Investigation; 15565, 
Live Stock Traffic Association vs. ‘Abilene 
& Southern et al.; 16113, Oklahoma City 
Live Stock Exchange et al. vs. Atchison, 
Topeka & Santa Fe et al.; 16131, Healy & 
Company vs. Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 
~ Ra live stock (123 I. C. C., 609-641); p 

American Preserve Co. vs. Reading et al.; 
case 18142; cold pack cherries (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1455. 

American Salt & Coal Co. vs. C. - & P 
et on , 16983; sale (126 I. C. —"% "Te 11); 
p. 

American Smelting & Refining Co. et al. vs. 
Director General; case 17055; sawdust over- 
charge (123 I. C. C., 136- 138): p. 723. 

American Window Glass Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 17287; window glass (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1579. 

Amicon Fruit. Co. vs. L. V. et al.; case 17216; 
cabbage and implements (mimeographed); 
p. 1456. 

Andrews Bros. Co., Inc., et al. vs. P. 
case 17050; fruit ‘auction Cizs ft. C. Oa re 
748); p. 1047. 

Anthony Produce Co. et al. vs. B. & A. et 
al.; case 17229; cranberries (120 I. C. C., 
224-228); p. 204. 

Anthracite coal—rates, charges, regulations, 
and practices governing transportation of; 
case 15006 (122 I. C. C., 527-542); *. . 

Apache Powder Co. vs. A. T. & S. t al.; 
case 14632; powder raw material (ies LC 
C., 639- 646); p. 989. 

Arcady Farms Milling Co. vs. A. C. & Y. et 
al.; case 18218; grain transit (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1315. 

Ark. Jobbers’ and Manufacturers’ Assn. vs. 
C. R. I. & P. et al.; case 16461; vegetables 
(120 I. C. C., 245- 248); p. 206. 

Armour & Co. et al. vs. C. M. & St. P. et al.; 
ay” wane live stock (120 I. C. C., 587-589); 
Dd. 4 

Armour & Co. et al. vs. C. & N. W. et al.; 
o- 17104; hogs (120 I. C. C., 737-738); p. 


Armour & Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. et al.; case 
aert stycarine (iso. ‘I. C. C., 380-382); p 


Armour & Co. vs. Director General; case 
16615; hogs (mimeographed); p. 1313. 
Arnold, F., & Co. Southern et al.; 
red "18168. hay (126 I. C. C., 141-143); p 


Association of Cocoa and a Manufac- 
turers of the U. S. vs. A. & V. et al.; case 
17743; chocolate (mimeographed); p. 1819. 

Atlantic Refining Co. vs. P. R. R. et al.; case 
18737; alcohol (mimeographed); p. 1454. 

Atlas Portland Cement Co. vs. N. 7 B. et 
al.; case 16197; cement (120 I. C. C., 583- 
586); p. 270. 

Atlas Portland Cement Co. vs. Director Gen- 
6aey: ones J506¥; cement (122 I. C. C., 680- 

> D 

Automatic Gravel Products Co. et al. vs. C. 
R. I. & P. et al.; case 16963; sand and 
gravel (mimeographed); p. 1319. 








Automatic Train Control; docket 13413, Sub. 
Nos. 10-2 and 17-2 (120 I. C. C. 1938-198), 
(120 I. C. C., 199-204); p. 125. 

Automatic train control; Docket 13413, Sub. 
No. 92 (120 I. C. C., 475- 480); p. 204. 

Automatic train control; Docket 13413, Sub. 
No. 23 (120 I. C. C., 624- 634); p. 271. 

Automatic train control; Docket 13413, Sub. 
No. 24 (120 I. C. C., 635-646); p. 272. 

Automatic train control; Docket 13413, Sub. 
No. 27 (122 I. C. C., 45-48); p. 273. 

Automatic train control; do cet 13413, sub. 
No. 29 (122 I, C. C., 587- 596); p. 598. 

Automatic Train control; doc et 13413, sub. 
No. 2-2 (123 I. C. C., 617- 620); p. 931. 

Automatic train control; Docket 13413, Sub. 
No. 31 (126 I. C. C., 186-195); p. 1186. 

Automatic train aE Docket 13413, Sub. 
No. 30 (126 I. C. C., 231-242); p. 1188. 

Automatic train control; Docket sie. Sub. 
No. 32 (126 I. Cc. 392- 402); p. 1247. 

Badger Lumber col ‘Coal Co. et al. vs. A. T. 
& S. F. et al.; case 17661; magnesite stucco 
(120 I. C. C., 590- 592); p. 345. 

Bananas from Gulf ports to points in south- 
ern territory and Ohio River crossings; I. 
and S. 2761 (123 I. C. C., 181-189); p. 791. 

Barnett Oil & Gas Co. vs. L. & N. et al.; 
case 10804; oil (122 I. c -, 651-652); p. 658. 

Baxter, J. H., & Co. vs. S. P.; case 17740; 
piling transit (122 I. C. C. 498-503); p. 660. 

Baxter, J. H., & Co. vs. S. P.; case 16686; 
poles (mimeographed); p. 1580. 

Bear State Oil Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
— is petroleum (120 I. C. C., 301-304); 
Pp 

Beaver Dam, Wis., ogy of Commerce 
et al. vs. C. M. & St. P. et al.; case 16678; 
coal and coke (123 I. C. C., 5-9); p. 662. 

Beggs & Cobb, Inc., vs. B. & M. et al.; case 
oat liquid extract (120 I. C. C., 711-714); 
p. 5 

Beggs, J. R., & Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; me 
16864; potatoes (120 I. Ne C., 115-120); 

Bell Bros. vs. A. > et ‘al.; case Tess: 
brass ingots (123 I c c.. 683- 684); p. 996. 

Best Foods, Inc., vs. C. R. R. of N. z et al.; 
case 15394; cocoanut stearine (120 I. C. Cc. 
169-174); p. 125. 

Birkett Mills et al. vs. D. L. & W. et al; 
ee sa grain transit (123 I. C. C., 63- 

p. 

widen News Co. vs. A. B. & A. et al.; 
case 16443; news print paper (123 I. C. C., 
133-135); p. 719. 

Birmingham Traffic Bureau vs. St. L.-S. F.; 
case 15226; grain and products (118 I. C. C., 
756-761); p. 64. 

Bissinger & Co. vs. G. N. et al.; case 15644; 
-— Pelts, etc. (120 I. C. C., 745-751); p. 


Black Servant Coal Co. vs. Ill. Cent. et al.; 
— 17540; coal (120 I. C. C., 604-606); p. 

Blocksom & Co. vs. Mich, Cent. et al.; case 
17664; My oy curled hair (120 I. C. C., 521- 
522); p. 346. 

Bluefield, Ww. Va., Traffic Bureau vs. N. & 
W. et al.: case 17028; class rates (123 I. C. 
C., 653- 656; p. 990. 

Blytheville Compress & Warehouse Co. vs. 
M. & O. et al.; case 17158; — and 
forgings (123 I. 'C. C., 95-973; p 

Boren-Stewart Co. vs. G. C. & S. = ‘et al.; 
—o* oleomargarine (mimeographed); 
p. \ 


Boston Wool Trade Assn. vs. B. & A. et al.; 
case 13540; wool ~~ ww £8 2 = 

Bourgoin. J. P., & Co. vs. & W. t al.; 
case age rough pti Rey (123 I. on Cc. 545- 
546); p. 929, 

Boyle Commission Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; 
— 17348; potatoes (mimeographed); p. 

Bragg & Millsaps Co. et al. vs. A. & W. P. 
et al.; case 17300; livestock (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1578. 

Brick, paving, to Florida points; fourth section 
aaa, 12655 (120 I. C. C., 469-472); p 


Brooks Bros., Inc., vs. N. Y. N. 
a "lumber (123 . & &. Niort 608): 
p 

Brownell & Field Co. vs. N. Y., N. H. & H. 
et al.; case 16672; fiberboard cans (120 I. C. 
C., 229-232); p. 199. 

Brownell Improvement Co. vs. B. & O. Chi- 
cago Terminal et al.; case 17796; crushed 
stone (126 I. C. C., 414-416; p. 1314 

Brunswick-Balke-Collender Co., Inc., vs. B. 
& O. et al.; case 18510; lumber and built- 
up wood (mimeographed); p. 1319. 

Buffalo Brick Co. vs. Mo. Pac.; case 18241; 
brick (mimeographed); p. 1454. 

Buffalo-Springfield Roller Co. vs. D. T. & I. 
et al.; case 18027; road rollers (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1449. 

Burlington Shippers’ Association et al. vs. 
Cc. B. & Q. et al.; case 17440; furniture 
frames (mimeographed) ; p. 1121. 

—— O. E., & Knapp F. R., vs. B.S. & 

R. et al; case 10881; lumber (126 I. C. 
&: 410-413); R. 

Burroughs Aa Ry ‘Machine Co. et al. vs. 
Mich. Cent. et al.; case 13583; adding ma- 
chines (120 I. C. C., 19-23); p. 12. 

Cady, W. M., Lumber Co. et al. vs. The 
Apache et al.; case 16778; box shooks (120 
I. C. C., 593-600); p. 272. 
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California Table Fruit Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et i case 17847; grapes (mimeographed) ; 
p. 3 

Cameron, Joyce & Schneider vs. D. & R. G. 
W. et al.; case 17953; granite, (120 I. C. C., 
129-130); p. 67. 

Camp Meade Salvage Co. et al. vs. B. & O. 
et al.; case 17971; radiators (120 LC. C., 
273-274); p. 203. 

Canton Box Co. vs. R. R.; case 17078; 
roe “box shooks Fras L & C., 663- 669); 
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Capital Grain and Feed Co. et al.. vs. Ill. 
Cent. et al.; case 15082; grain and products 
(118 I. C. C., 732-747); p. 64. 

Carney Co. vs. Ann Arbor et al.; case 18139; 
cement (mimeographed); p. 1579. 

Caruso, Rinella, Battaglia Co. vs. N. S. et 
al. _ ae 17762; potatoes (mimeographed); 
P. N 

Ceramic Traffic Ass’n vs. R. R. et al.; 
case 17840; clay (123 I. C. *." 691-595); p. 
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Cardosi, V., & Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; case 
18039; cabbage (122 I. C. C., 1-17); p. 346. 
Carrots, estimated weights on, from Miss. 
and La. to northern, eastern and western 

points (120 I. C. C., =o p. 272. 

Carter Oil Co. vs. D.’& R. G. W. et al.; — 
17727; os of pipe, etc. (123 I. Cc. 
596- 598); p. 929. 

Cement between Oklahoma and Texas points; 
I. and S. 2763 (120 I. C. C., 177-181); p. 66. 

Cement rates from southern producing points 
to points on Tallulah Falls and E. & A.; 
I and S. 2790; cement (122 I. C. C., 195- 
199); p. 401. 

Central Pa. Lumber Co. vs. S. & N. Y. et al.; 
— lumber (120 I. C. C., 239-240); 
Pp. ° 

Cc. R. R. of N. J. vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. et 
al.; case —“ joint rates (121 I C. C., 
661-679); p. 659. 

Chase & Co, vs. C. H. N. et al.; case 
17998; reicing (122 I. C. &, 383-384); p. 525. 

Chert, clay, sand and gravel ‘in Georgia, rates 
on; case 17517 (122 I. C. = 133- 5 p. 275. 

Cherry, J. G., Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. et al.; 
case ag Ml case fillers (i733 .. C. C., 
59-62); 1p 

Chesapeake —_ Ry. b N. & W. et al.; 
oes 17619; coal (123 I. C. C., 159-163); p 


3. 

Chestnut & Smith Corp. et al. vs. A. & R. 
et al.; case 15255; gasoline (123 I. C. C., 
707-716); p. 993. 

Chicago Carton Co. vs. N. Y. C.; case 17999; 
trousers presses (mimeographed); Pp. 1318. 

Chicago Coal Merchants’ Assn. vs. A. T. 

S. F. et al.; — 11224; coal (123 IL. C. om 
169-180); p. 792. 

Chicago Fire Brick Co. vs. C. & N. W.; ote 
17188, sub. No. 3; sand and gravel (123 I 
C. C., 164-166); p. 793. 

Chicago Granatine Manufacturing Co. vs. Ill. 
Cent.; case 18475; cement laundry tubs 
(mimeographed); p. 1388. 

Chicago Heights, Manufacturers’ Assn. of, et 
al., vs. P. R. R. et al.; case 17186; steel 
scrap (120 I. C. C., 739-741); p. 345. 

Chicago Heights, Manufacturers’ Assn. of, 
Ill., et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 
17767; geographical globes (122 I. C. CG., 
582- 584); p. 662. 

Chicago Live Stock Exchange vs. C. & N. W. 
et al.; case 13198; live stock (120 I. C. C., 
295-298); p. 272. 

Childers, C. T., vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 
18032; hand jaundry washers (122 I. Cc. C., 
116- 118); p. 346, 

Citizens’ Coal Co, vs. C. C. C. & St. L. et al.; 
case 18618; coal (mimeographed); p. 1511. 

a 2 Oil Co., Inec., vs. N. Y. N. H. & Hz. 

_oaee 18133; coal (123 I. C. C., 609- 6i15; 
p. 

Class and commodity rates from Iowa and S. 
D. - Colorado and Utah; I. and S. 2783 
(126 I. C. C., 81-86); p. 1116. 
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Points in wees case 17122 (122 I. C. C., 
373-379); p. 525. 

Class rates between Oregon and Washing- 
es I. and S. 2853 (mimeographed); 
p. s 

Clifford, Charles E., Co. vs. Crystal River & 
San Juan et al.; case 18351; marble 
(mimeographed); p. 1580. 

Clinchfield Coal Corp. vs. C. C. & O. et al.; 
case 17135; coal (122 I. C. C., 37- 44); p. 341. 

Coal, bituminous, _ southern Illinois to 
stations on the St. -S. F. in Mo.; j I. and 
S. 2807 (123 I. C. C., Moe: 126); p. 723 
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tn selene Ae p. 1448. 
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568); p. $64. 

Coast Fir & Cedar Products Co. et al. vs. 
Canadian Pacific et al.; case 17986; lum- 
ber and forest products (126 I. C. C., 151- 
158) p. 1117. 

Columbia Hog and Cattle Powder Co. vs. C. 
Cc. C. & St. L. et al.; case 16806; storage 
overcharge (120 I. C. C., 31-32); p. Ee 

Como Chemical Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
case 17274; sulphate of alumina (120 I. C. 
c. 517-520); p. 346. 

Concrete Steel Co. et al. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 17204; iron and steel articles (123 I. 
C. C., 677-682); p. 989. 
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Haven & Hartford et al.; case 16409; steel 
(123 I. C. C., 721-723); p. 1117. 

Consolidated Metals Corp. vs. Mo. Pac.; case 
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Co. vs. A. & S. et al.; Docket 13991; and 
Galveston Commercial "Assn. vs. A. & V. 
> a Docket 11965 (123 I. C. C., 685-706); 
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473-474); p. 205. 

Cotton Mills Products Co. vs. Mallory S. S. 
Co. et al.; case 18209; cotton factory prod- 
ucts (123 I. C. C., 25-26); p ’ 
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N. C., S. C. and Va.; I. and S. 2742; also 
I. and S. 2774, routing on cotton from L. & 
N. stations to Georgia (120 I. C. C., 185- 
189); p. 66. 
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at points in Texas; I. and S. 2767 (122 I. 
C. C., 479-483); p. 598. 

Crescent Bed Co. vs. A. & V. et al.; case 
16074; metal beds (120 I. C. C., 151-152); p. 
125. 

Crescent Bed Co. vs.°C. R. I. & P. et al.; 
case 17555; metal beds (123 I. C. C., 41-48); 
p. 720. 

Cronk & Carrier Mfg. Co. vs. G. M. & N. et 
al.; case 17114; wooden handles (120 I. C. 
C., 663-664); p. 271. 


Crook, Son, & Co. vs. N. Y. C. et al.; case 
18145; logs (123 I. C. C., 93-94); p. 722. 
Crystal Springs Manufacturing Co. vs. Ill. 
ent. et al.; case 18306; box material (126 

I, C. C., 4-6); p. 1049. 

Cudahy Packing Co. of Nebraska vs. U. P. 
et al.; case 18092; inedible tallow (122 I. C. 
C., 459-462); p. 660. 

Cudahy Packing Co. vs. Director General; 
case 15548; hogs and sheep (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1634. 

Curtis, J. G., Leather Co. vs. P. R. R. et al.; 
case 17927; quebracho (123 I. C. C., 1- 4); 
p. 661. 

Dagostin & Angelini Bros. vs. L. & N.; case 
gy crushed marble (I. C. C., 385- 386) ; 

poiae | Paper Co. vs. C. & N. W. et al.; case 
el paper articles (122 I. C. C., 295- 296); 
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Dallas Paper Co. vs. Ark. and La. Mo. et al.; 
case 17752; wrapping paper (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1389. 

Dann-Gerow Co., Inc., vs. A. C. L. et al.; 
case 17528; brick (120 I. C. C., 188-124); p 
67. 

Dann-Gerow Co., Inc., vs. A. C. L. et al.; 
wee 17530; brick (120 I. C. C., 163-165); p. 
128. 

Davies & Thomas Co. vs. C. R. R. of N. J. 
et al.; case 18439; scrap iron (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1512. 
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G. S. et al.; case 16734; sheet iron or 
steel qa L. Cc. C., 10-16); Dp. Tid. 

Decker, Jacob E., & oa ve. U._P. ot al; 
—- 16651; salt (123 I. C. C., 621-623); p 


Decker, Jacob E., & Sons vs. C. & N. W.; 
case 17241; mogs By D. 1313. 

Deere, John; P low Co. vs. St. L.-S. F. et al.; 
case 17354; farm wagons (120 I. C. C., 67- 
68); p. 13. 

Delmar Co. vs. G. N.; case 16576; grain (120 
I. C. C., 530-536); p. 273. 

DiGiorgio Fruit Co. et al. vs. A. E. et al.; 
case 17875; cantaloupes (mimeographed); 
p. 1454. 

Disbrow, M. A., & Co. vs. Director General; 
case 14711; compo-board (120 I. C C., 720- 
722); p. 344. 

Dolese Bros. Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et 
al.; case 14472; crushed stone (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1634. 

Dolomite and fluxing stone from and to 
points in C. F. A. territory; I. and S. 2857 
(mimeographed); p. 1388. 

Doughty, A. J., et a we. A. C.  @ ab; 
case 17925; gens charges (123 I. C. C: 
522-524); p. 

Drayage demeses, absorption of, on lead or 
zinc ore or concentrates, by Southwest 
Mo.; I and S. 2850 (mimeographed); p. 1577. 

Dreer, Henry A., vs. Los Angeles & Salt 

e et al.; case 18129; nursery or florists’ 
stock (126 I. C. C., 130-132); p. 1122. 

Dreifus, Chas., Co. vs. P. R. R. et al.; case 
Hee scrap iron (120 I. C. C., 680-682); p. 

Duluth Chamber of Commerce vs. C. & N. 
W. et al:; case 15823; also Grand Forks 
Commercial Club vs. Same; case 15824; 
butter, eggs and dressed poultry (120 I. C. 
C., 683-704); p. 68. 


Duluth Chamber of Commerce vs. C. St. P. 
M. & O. et al.; case 15568; packing house 
products (122 I. C. C., 739-745); p. 523. 

DuPont, E. I., de Nemours & Co. vs. H. & 
B. V. et al.; case 16343; crude sulphur 
(122 I. C. C., 729-732); p. 720. 

Earl Bros. vs. C. M. & St. P.; case 15383; 
potatoes (120 I. C. C., 299-300); p. 205. 

Edgerton & Beers, Inc., vs. A. C. L.; case 
18014; watermelons (126 I. C. C. 422-424); 
p. 1245. 

Egyptian Powder Co. vs. Ill. Cent. et al.; 
case 16411; also 16411 (Sub. No. 1), 
Equitable Powder Manufacturing Co. vs. 
Ill. Cent. et al.; 16411 (Sub. No. 2), West- 
ern Powder Manufacturing Co. vs. Ill. Cent. 
et al.; 16490, E. I. Du Pont de Nemours & 
Co. vs. Ill. Cent. et al.; 16490 (Sub. No. 1), 
Swift & Co. vs. Chicago & Eastern Ill. et 
al.; 16490 (Sub. No. 2), Armour Fertilizer 
Works vs. Ill. Cent. et al.; 16490 (Sub. No. 
3), Monsanto Chemical Works vs. Mobile 
& Ohio et al.; 16655, Grasselli Chem. Co. 
vs. Ala. Gt. Sou. et al.; 17308, E, I. Du Pont 
de Nemours & Co. vs. N. Orleans & N. E. 
et al.; 18381, T. Smith & Son, Inc., vs. Ill. 
Cent.; nitrate of soda, etc. (126 I. C. C., 
293-308); p. 1447. 

El Dorado, Ark., Chamber of Commerce et 
al, va. C. R. L. & P. et al; case 17633; 
newsprint paper (mimeographed); p. 1317. 

E-Z Opener Bag Co. vs. P. R. V. et al.; case 
17835; cordwood (mimeographed); p. 1455. 

Fall River Chamber of Commerce vs. B. & O. 
et ag case 17747; twine (122 I. C. C., 100- 
104); 344. 

Farrell Dountey & Machine Co. vs. A. B. 

A. et al.; case 15610; pig iron (123 I. C. & 
127-132); 722 

Farris Har Ba Lumber Co. et al. vs. L. & 
N. et al.; case 18204; lumber (123 I. C. C., 
587-590); p. 931. 

Federal Clay Products Co. vs. A. C. L. et 
al.; case 18328; fire brick (123 1. C. C., 557- 
558); p. 864. 

Federal Match Corp. vs. G. N. et al.; case 
15770; match-block lumber (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1579. 

Federal Rubber Co. of Ill. vs. C. & N. W. et 
al.; _ 17969; tires (122 I. C. C., 331-332); 
p. 462. 

Federated Metals Corp. et al. vs. P. R. R. 
et al.; case 16702; spelter (120 I. C. C., 181- 
184); p. 128. 

Federated Metals Corp. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case ine brass and copper (122 I. C. C., 
513-517) ; 661. 

Federated Metals Corporation vs. ae ed 
vania et al.; case 18280; tin oxide (126 I 
Cc. C., 144- 146); p. 1122. 

Federated Metals Corp. vs. N. Y. N. H. & 
H.; case 16444; scrap copper (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 131 5. 

Federated Metals Corp. vs. C. R. R. of N. J. 
et al.; case 16419; solder, lead and terne 
metal (mimeographed); p. 1385. 

Feed, mixed, transit on, at Nashville, Tenn.; 
I. and S. 3845 (mimeographed); p. 1184. 
Fertilizers and materials between Southern 
age case 16295 (123 I. C. C., 193-196); 

p. 1120. 

Finch Bros. vs. C. 2 . M. & O. et al.; case 
18033; piling (123 I. ee 541-542); Dp. 928. 

Fisher "Supply Co. vs. ~" & V. et al.; case 
17453; iron bathtubs (mimeographed); p. 
1578. 

Fitger Co. et al. vs. D. S. S. & A.; case 
17701; returned empty containers (123 5. ©. 
Crs 27- 29); p. 722. 

Florence Chamber of Commerce vs. L. & N. 
et al.; case 17031; furniture (122 I. C. C., 
367-370); p. 599. 

Florence Chamber of Commerce vs. Ill. Cent. 
et al; case 16029; grain (121 I. C. C., 653- 
660); p. 657. 

Flour and other grain products; suitable cars 
for loading; I. and S. 2873 and 2885 (mim- 
eographed); p. 1633. 

Folly Town Co. vs. Erie et al.; case 18099; 
candy (120 I. C. C., 157-158); p. 63. 

Forest products from Decatur, Ala., and re- 
lated points on the L. & N. to Nashville; 
Sw S. 2833 (126 I. C. C., 252-254); p 
1 

Fox Paper Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
—. 16745; paper (122 I. C. C., 399-404); 

624. 

See. Wm., Jr., Inc., vs. B. & O. et al.; case 
17818; cotton linters (120 I. C. C., 675- 676); 
p. 346. 

Fraser, W., Jr., Inc., vs. A. C. L. et al.; case 
Lge cotton linters (122 I. C. C., 520-526); 


p. 59 

Fredonia Linseed Oil Works Co. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; case 17938; linseed oil (122 I. C. 
C., 291-294); p. 462. 

Fredonia Linseed Oil Works Co. vs. A. & 
S. F. et al.; case 18038; linseed oil 123 i a 
C. C., 153-158): p. 790. 

Fredonia Linseed Oil Works Co. vs. A. T. 2 
S. F. et al.; case 17733; flaxseed (123 I. 
Cc. 525-531): p. 927. 

Fruits and vegetables from Ark., Mo. and 
Okla., to Memphis, New Orleans, etc.; I. 
and S. 2758 (120 I. C. C., 395-399); p. 125. 

Fruits and vegetables _ stations on the 
L. & N. to Memphis; I. and S. 2832 (mim- 
eographed); p. 1185. 

Fuller, W. P., & Co. vs. S. P.; case 17869; 
linseed oil (mimeographed); p. 1580. 


Gates, T. E., Marble and Tile Co. vs. C. P. 
& St. L. et al.; case 17756; sawed stone 
and marble (120 I. C. C., 275-279); i 203. 

Gay, Sullivan & Co., Inc., vs. A. G. S. et al.; 
oe cow peas (122 x. €.: 201-204): 
p 

Georgia Quincy Granite Co. vs. A. C. L. et 
al.; case 16291; curbing (120 I. C. C., 408- 
412); p. 204, 

Globe Brick Co. vs. P. R. R.; case 17058; 
brick (123 I. C. C., 498-502); p. 858. 

Grain between Sioux City group points and 
A. T. & S. F. stations in Kansas; I. and S. 
2864 (mimeographed); p. 1633. 

Grain from Montana to Spokane, Portland 
and Seattle points; I. and S. 2860 (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1447. 

Grain and grain products between Kan. and 
nar I. and S. 2777 (122 I. C. C., 301-305); 
p. ls 

Grain and grain products from points in So. 
Dakota on C. St. P. M. & O. to Omaha; I. 
and S. 2779 (122 I. C. C., 393-398); p. 463. 

Grain and grain products from Minneapolis, 
St. Paul and Duluth and groups to eastern 
points; I. and S. 2729 (122 I. C. C., 551-572); 
p. 463. 

Grain and grain crag from, to and be- 
tween Ill., Ia., Minn., N. Dak., S. Dak. and 
Wis. points; I. and s. 2469; also I. and S. 
2554, grain and grain products from, to 
and between Illinois, Iowa, Minnesota, 
North Dakota, South Dakota and Wiscon- 
sin points; 17265, Commercial Club of 

Fargo, N. Dak.. et al. vs. Big Fork & In- 

ternational Falls et al.; 17315, Farmers’ 

Grain Dealers’ Association et al. vs. Great 

Northern et al.; 17516, North Dakota Fair 

Freight Rate Association et al. vs. Balti- 

more & Ohio et al.; 17399, Board of Rail- 

road Commissioners of South Dakota vs. 

Chicago & North Western et al.; Fourth 

Section Applications Nos. 12744, 12766 and 

2797, filed by Chicago, Milwaukee & St. 

Paul (122 I. C. C., 235-283); p. 653. 


Grain and grain products from stations in 

Dak. to St. Louis and Chicago and 

points taking same rates; I. and S. 2789 
(123 I. C. C., 49-55); p. 657. 

Grain and grain a from western 
points to stations on J. L. C. & E.; I. and 
S. 2863 (mimeographed); a4 1318. 

Grain and products from Birmingham, Chat- 
tanooga and Knoxville to southeastern 
points; I. and S. 2799 (123 I. C. C., 569- 
572); p. 857. 

Grain and products from points in Texas to 
Miss. Valley; I. and S. 2842 (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1318. 

Grain and products from Ill. and Ind. to 
oy I. and S. 2877 (mimeographed); p. 

Grangers Mfg. Co. vs. N. Y. C. et al.; case 
gal limestone (120 I. C. C., 648-652); p. 

Granite, marble and stone from eastern 
Points to St. Paul, Duluth and western 
— I, and S. 2773 (122 I. C. C., 319-325); 
D. le 

Gravel between Kansas and Oklahoma points; 
I. and S. 2762 (120 I. C. C., 523-525); p. 128. 

Guggenheim Bros. vs. B. & O. et al.; case 
= beef hams (120 I. C. C., 340-344); p 

Gulfport Fertilizer Co. vs. A. C. L. et al.; 
—* phosphate rock (mimeographed); 
p. 3 

Gulf Production Co. vs. W. F. & S. et al.; 
~~ lumber (120 I. C. C., 709-710); 
P. q 

Gum Motor Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 
ia" automobiles (mimeographed); p. 

Haas, W. D., & Co. vs. ar ge General; 
case 16071; "cotton (123 I. Cc. C., 121- 124); 
p. 722. 

Hamburg Broom Works et al. vs. C. R. I. & 
P. et al.; case 17765; broom corn (126 TI. C. 
C., 171-174); p. 1122. 

Hamilton Co. vs. P. & R. et al.; case 17785; 
iron pipe (120 I. C. C., 205-206); p. 127. 
Hamm, M., Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; case 16748; 
sulphuric acid (120 I. C. C. 345-351); p. 203. 
Hammersley Manufacturing Co. vs. Erie et 
al.; case 16531; wood pulp (mimeo- 

graphed); p. 1318. 

Hanna Furnace Co. et al. vs. C. 
al.; —, 17718; pig iron (123 « Cc. sof. 
630): p. 990. 

Hardaway-Cargill Co. vs. L. & N. et al.; 
— cane syrup (123 I. C. C., 23-24); 
p. 4 

Harden, J. P., vs. Pullman Co.; case 17965; 
discrimination on account of color (120 L 
C. C., 359-360); p. 204. 

Harding Glass Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
oo 15296; glass (122 I. Cc. C., 217-222); Pp 

Harlem & peertioes Transportation Line, 
Inc., vs. N. Y & H.; case 18367; fish 
(1231. C. .. 480. 484); p. 859. 

Harp, G. W., vs. S. A. ft. case 17704; wa- 
termelons (122 I. C. C., 585-586); p. 660. 
Harrisonville Brick & Tile Co. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; case 16524; brick (122 I. C. C 

489-492); p. 661. 

Hartman Ingot Metal Co. vs. C. B. & Q 
et al.; case 17695; brass ingots (123 I. C. C 
20-22); p. 662. 
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Haviland Clay Works Co. vs. C. N. et al.; 
case 17739; brick and tile (120 I. C. C., 
241-242); p. 203. 

Hay between points in Texas, Louisiana and 
~~ I. and S. 2826 (mimeographed); 
p 

Henderson Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 
18255; gasoline (mimeographed); p. 1457. 

Hersey Mfg. Co. vs. B. & A. et al.; case 
ge I water meters (120 I. C. C., 413-414); 
p. 205. 

Hilb & Bauer vs. N. Y. C. et al.; case 16119; 
scrap iron (120 I. C. C., 421-422); p. 128. 

Hill, H. G., Grocery vs. L. V. et al.; case 
17987; lemons (120 I. C. C., 161-162); p. 67. 

Holden Paper Co. vs. Erie; case 17149; print- 
ing paper (122 I. C. C., 130-132); p. 401. 

Hollingshead, J. D., Co. vs. A. & St. L. et 
al.; case 10255; staves (120 I. C. C., 55-58); 


p. 12. 

Horel, Joseph, vs. G. N. et al.; case 17663; 
apples (120 I. C. C., 125-126); pp. 345, 668. 

Horse Association of America vs. American 
Railway Express Co. et al.; case 18094 
(also I. and S. 2672, attendants with race 
horses via express); attendants with horses 
(126 I. C. C., 103-110); p. 1121. 

Horses and mules from Chicago to Ohio River 
crossings; I. and S. 2745 (120 I. C. C., 607- 
610); p. 199. 

Hulett, F. A., & Son vs. Southern et al.; 
ease 18127; mattresses and cots (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1579. 

Humble Oil and Refining Co. vs. B. S. L. & 
W. et al.; case 17746; petroleum (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1450. : 

Hylonite Products Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et 
al.; case 17784; infusorial earth (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1580. 

Hyman-Michaels Co. vs. A. C. L. et al.; case 
17853; rosin (120 I. C. C., 127-128); p. 67. 
Hyman-Michaels Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; case 
18222; scrap car wheels (120 I. C. C., 417- 

420); p. 272. 

Hyman-Michaels Co. vs. C. & N. W. et al.; 
case 17377; scrap iron (120 I. C. C., 617- 
620); p. 402. 

Hyman-Michaels Co. vs. N. & W. etal.; case 
18085; scrap iron (mimeographed); p. 1185. 

Hyman-Michaels Co. vs. A. C. L. et al.; case 
bn ag steel rails, etc. (mimeographed); p. 
1319. 


Ill. Electric Porcelain Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 17321; porcelain insulators (120 
I. C. C., 621-623); p. 401. 


Indiana State Chamber of Commerce vs. A. 
T. & S. F. et al.; case 16116; brick (122 
I. C. C., 81-89); p. 343. 


Indianapolis Board of Trade vs. C. I. & L.; 
— 17290; grain (122 I. C. C., 289-290); p 
402. 


Indianapolis Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. 
P. R. R. et al.; case 17417; stoves and fur- 
naces (120 I. C. C., 153-154); p. 125. 


Indian Creek Valley Lumber Co. vs. B. & O. 
et al.; case 17414; lumber (126 I. C. C., 161- 
165); p. 1245. 

Indian Refining Co., Inc., vs. L. & N: et al.; 
or 16976; petroleum (mimeographed); p. 

Innis, Speiden & Co. vs. N. & W. 
al.; case 17836; powdered vail Ree  €. é 
577-578) ; p. 92 8. 

International Paper Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 16396; wood pulp (122 I. C. C., 440- 
442); p. 660. 


International Paper Co. vs. B. & M. et al.; 
ong 16841; wood pulp (mimeographed); p. 
ae Cement Mills Traffic Ass’n et al. vs. A. 
& S. F. et al.; case 15117; cement (122 I. 

c C., 337-350); Dp. 595. 

Iron and steel fabricated in transit at Tulsa, 
—— I. and S. 2764 (120 I. C. C., 325-328); 
p 

Iron and steel articles, storage in transit of, 
at Texas Gulf ports;'I. and S. 2717 (120 
I. C. C., 147-150); p. 127. 

Iron and steel articles in mixed carloads be- 
tween Shreveport and points in Texas; I. 
and S. 2816 (126 I. C. C., 147-150); p. 1183. 

Iron and steel pipe and "tubing, minimum 
Weight on, in Official Classification terri- 
page AS and S. 2711 (120 I. C. C., 657-662); 

Iron ore, ex lake, from a, to Granite 
City, Iil.; I. and S. 2709 (120 I. C. C., 75-86 
and 123 I. C. C., 503-516); pp. 67, 1118. 

Iroquois Pulp and Paper Co. vs. Ann Arbor 
et al.; case 16389; wall paper and newsprint 
(mimeographed): p. 1579. 

Jackson, Miss. Traffic Bureau, for J. L. Fet- 
terman Lumber Co. vs. Ill. Cent. et al.; 
gee 17240; lumber (120 I. C. C., 33-36); p. 


Jackson Traffic Bureau vs. A. & V. et al.; 

303); Py , ae transit (122 I. C. C., 387- 
p. 

Jackson Traffic Bureau, for Faust Bros. 
Lumber Co., vs. A. G. S. et al.; case 18290; 
logging derrick (323 I. C. C.., 71-72): p. 722. 

Jamestown Chamber of Commerce vs. P. R. 
R. et al.; case 16178; iron and steel (120 

x2: C. C., 372-378); p. 201, 
essup & "Moore Paper Co. vs. B. & A. et al.; 


case mg -* a pulp (122 I. C. C., 543- 
548); p. 
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Jones, S. K., Construction Co. vs. L. & N. 
et al.; case 17812; graders’ outfits (122 I. 
C. C., 18-20); p. 345. 

Kalamazoo Vegetable Parchment Co. vs. A. 
T. & S. F. et al.; case 17034; weeneses pa- 
per, =. we 1. ¢. C., 493- 497) ; p. 859. 

K. C., K. V. & W. itis ae CEES. 
et al.; cage 17412; sand (120 I. C. C., 258- 
262); 125. 

Kansas ‘City Oxygen Gas Co. vs. C. B. 
et al.; case 17908; calcium carbide & 130 
E &: C., 715-716); p. 346. 

Kansas Flour Mills Co. vs. A. T. & S. F.; 
case 18079; flour vagy I. = C., 19-20); D. 663. 

Karnowsky, Sam, vs. C. "Q. et al.; ; case 
PS scrap iron (123 r Cc. C., 749-751); p. 


Kassebaum, F. W., & Son vs. N. Y., N. H. & 
H. et al.; case 17828; granite (123 tc. Cc. 
59-60); p. 402. 

Kentucky Lumber Co. vs. L. & N. et al.; 
case 17900; lumber overcharge (122 I, C. C., 
119-121); p. 344. 

Keystone Glue Co. et al. vs. Southern et al.; 
case 17617; tannery fleeshings (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1449. 

Knight-Luttrell Iron Co., Inc., vs. S. A. L. 
et al.; case 17014; electric crane girders 
(120 I. C. C., 580-582); p. 272. 

Kohlman Bros. & Sugarman vs. L. & N. et 
al.; case 16540; potatoes (123 I. C. C., 
56-58); p. 721. 


Kress, C. W., vs. C. R. R. of N. J. et al.; 


case 17570; asparagus roots (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1457. 
Kroehler Manufacturing Co. vs. Canadian 


National et al.; case 18248; lumber (123 I. 
C. C., 555-556); p. 863. 

Lafayette Granite Co. vs. B. & M. et al.; 
case 18093; monument bases (123 I. C. C., 
543-544); p. 929. 

Lake Cargo Coal Rates, 1925; Docket 15007, 
Pittsburgh Coal Producers’ Assn. et al. vs. 
Ashland Coal and Iron Ry. Co. et al.; 15007, 
Sub. No. 1, Eastern Ohio Coal Operators’ 
Assn. et al. vs. Same; 15423; Allied Coal Co. 
et al. vs. B. & O. et al.; coal (126 I. C. C., 
309-391); p. 1452. 


Lake County Manufacturing Co. vs. Ill. Cent. 
et al.; case 16162; cottonseed products (120 
I. C. C., 400-404); p. 203. 


Lammert Furniture Co. vs. Southern et al.; 
case 17954; furniture (mimeographed); p. 


Lawrence Construction Co. vs. L. & N.; case 
17603; gravel (120 I. C. C., 316-318); p. 205. 

Lee, H. D., Mercantile Co. vs. C. R. I. & P. 
et al.; case 18223; coffee (120 I. C. C., 90- 
91); p. 66. 

Leonard, Crosset & Riley vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 17586; cabbage and potatoes 
(mimeographed); p. 1578. 

Lewis-Chitty-Consolidated vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 17864; canned goods (120 I. C. C., 384- 
386); p. 205. 

Lewis, Harry J., et al. vs. C. N. O. & T. P. 
et al.; case 16998; peaches and strawber- 
ries (mimeographed); p. 1387. 

Liberty Cooperage and Lumber Co. vs. L. & 
N. et al.; case 16835; old barrels (120 I. C. 
C., 379-383); p. 206. 

Liberty Cooperage and Lumber Co. vs. N. Y. 
Cc. & St. L. et al.; case 17913; case lumber 
son basket tops (120 I. C. C., 271-272); p. 


Liberty Cooperage Co. vs. Southern et al.; 
case 18181; basket tops (122 I. C. C., 297- 
298); p. 402. 

Lignite coal from N. *. to stations in N. D., 
S. D., and Minn.; I. and S. 1953 (126 I. C. 
C., 248-251); p. 1246. 

Live stock, bedding charges for, in C. F. A. 
and W. 'T. L. territories; I. and S. 2756 
(mimeographed); p. 1509. 

Llewellyn Iron Works vs. A. T. & S. F. et 
al.; case 17295; fluorspar (122 I. C. C., 232- 
234); p. 463. 

Locomotives, rules and instructions for in- 
spection and testing of, other than those 
i ag om by steam power; Ex parte 38 (122 

C. C., 414-439); p. 598. 

cane Star Gas Co. vs. B. & O. et al: ; case 
18198; engines (123 I. C. C., 553-554); Dp. 927. 

Long, James, Inc., vs. A. C. L. et al.; case 
| strawberries (120 I. C. C., 601-603); 
p 

Louisiana Oil Refining Corp. vs. St. L. S. W.: 
— crude oil (122 I C. C., 503-505); 
p 

Lumber and ties, a privileges on, at 
Terre Haute, Ind.; I. and S. 2858 (mimeo- 
graphed);,p. 1245. 

Lumber from Chicago to Ill. and Wis. points; 
I. and S. 2793 (122 I. C. C., 726-728); p. 658. 

Lumber, transit privileges ’on, from North 
Pacific Coast, eastbound, transcontinental; 
ws S. 2810 (126 I. C. C., 285-289); p. 

Lumberton Broom and Mop Handle Factory 
vs. G. & S. I. et al.; case 16830: broom 
handles (120 I. C. C., 233-238); p. 203. 

Luten Bridge Co., Inc., vs. A. C. L. et al.; 
ig ees gravel (123 I. C. C., 612-616); 


Lynchburg, Va., Chamber of Commerce Traf- 
fic Bureau vs. N. & W. et al.; case 17286; 
also 17362, Same vs. Same; windmill parts 
(120 I. C. C., 64-66); p. 11. 
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Lynchburg, Va., Chamber of Commerce Traf- 
fic Bureau vs. P. R. R. et al.; case 17521; 
sugar (120 I. C. C., 392-394); p. 273. 

Lynchburg, Va., Chamber of Commerce 
Traffic Bureau vs. N. O. &. ay E. et al.; 
cone 17654; rice (122 I. C. . 371-372); p. 


Lynchburg, Va., Chamber of Commerce 
Traffic Bureau vs. N. Y. C. et al.; case 
17496; paper (123 I. C. C., 15-16); p. 662. 

Lynchburg, Va., Chamber of Commerce 
Traffic Bureau vs. W. J & S. et al.; case 
17873; sand (123 I. C. C., 579-580); p. 930. 

Lynchburg, Va., Chamber of Commerce 
Traffic Bureau vs. N. Y. C. et al.; case 
gh paper misrouting (mimeographed); p. 


Lynchburg, Va., Chamber of Commerce Traf- 
fic Bureau vs. Southern et al.; case 17522; 
lumber (mimeographed); p. 1634. 

Mackintosh Mines Co. vs. Eureka, Nev., et 
al.; case 17243; fuel oil (120 I. C. C., 121- 
122); p. 66. 

Maloney, M. J., vs. B. & O. et al.; case 
el sawdust (120 I. C. C., 705-708); p. 

Manget Bros. Co. vs. Se R. R. et al.; case 
17793; cotton (123 I. C., 532- ig . 929. 


Manget Bros. Co. vs. Mantie City R. R. Co. 
et al.; Rasy 16476; cotton (126 I. C. C., "403- 
404); 1247. 


Mananbevunene? Assn. of Chicago Heights et 
al. vs. Chicago Heights Terminal Transfer 
et al.; case 17472; failure to ascertain tank 
car empty (120 I. C. C., 357-358); p. 203. 

Manufacturers’ Assn. of Chicago Heights, on 
behalf of American Manganese Steel Co., 
vs. P. R. R. et al.; case 16951; foundry 
flasks (123 I. C. C., 167- 168); p. 793. 

Manufacturers’ Assn. of Chicago Heights, 
on behalf of American Stoveboard Co., vs. 
B. & O. et al.; case 17732; lumber (123 I. 
Cc. C., 636- 638): p. 996. 

Manufacturers’ Traffic Bureau (St. Joseph 
and Benton Harbor) vs. Belt Ry. of Chi- 
cago et al.; case 16908; sand (122 I. C. C., 
188-190); p. 401. 

Manure from New Orleans to points in Ala. 
and Miss.; I. and S. 2752 (120 I. C. C., 525- 
529); p. 345. 

Maritime Assn. of Boston Chamber of Com- 
merce et al. vs. Ann Arbor et al.; case 
13548; grain and its products (126 I. C. C., 
199-216); p. 1389. 

Market St. Ry. Co. vs. S. P. et al.; case 
17394; street car bodies (120 I. C. C., 654- 
656); p. 344. 

Marshall ‘and Jefferson, Tex., cities of, et al., 
vs. T. & P. et al.; case 14323; class and 
commodity (120 I. C. C., 455-465); p. 269. 

Mayer, Oscar, & Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
sige. o 16562; live stock (122 I. C. C., 305- 

Mayfield ‘Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. 
& W. et al.; case 15252; class rates (120 I. 
C. C., 137-146); p. 126. 

McClave, E. W., & Son, Inc., vs. A. C. L. et 
al.; case 15853; lumber (mimeographed); 


p. 1454. 

McDonald, J. G., Chocolate Co. vs. A. T. & 
Ss. F. et al.: case =" cocoa beans (122 I. 
C. C., 493- 497) ; p. 

McFadden, G. H, & a. Agency vs. A. & R. 
et al.; case 18205; cotton compression 
(mimeographed); p. 1320. 

McFarland, L. D., Co. vs. G. N. e 
ie cedar poles (123 I. C. C., 
Pp. . 


t al.; case 
631-635); 


McKeesport Tin Plate Co. vs. Ann Arbor et 
ag ge 18315; tin plate (mimeographed); 
p. 1579. 

McLeod, J. M., et al. vs. T. & P. et al.; case 
—" gasoline (120 I. C. C., 550-554); p 

Memphis Freight Bureau vs. A. G. S. et al.; 
case 17963; burlap (126 I. C. C., 87-93); p. 


1116. 

Memphis Freight Bureau, for King-Haase 
Furniture Co. et al. vs. A. G. S. et al.; case 
14898; furniture (mimeographed); p. 1633. 

Memphis Furniture and Manufacturing Co. 
vs. L. & N. et al.; case 17726; chairs (120 
I. C. C., 267-270); p. 203. 

Menasha Wooden Ware Co. vs. D. S. S. & A. 
et al.; case 16786; logs (120 I. C. C., 415- 
416); p. 128. 

Meridian Fertilizer Factory vs. A. C. L. et 
al.; case 17370; parts of fourth section ap- 
plications; phosphate rock (126 I. C. C., 
478-486); p. 1386. 

Medal Brick and Tile Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
_— 17311; face brick (mimeographed); p 

Mich. Bean Co. vs. D. G. H. & M. et al.; 
case 18371; beans (mimeographed); p. 1580. 

Mid-West Fruit Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
case 18606; sweet potatoes (122 I. C. C., 
383-384); p. 1049. 

Midwest Refining Co. vs. G. N. et al.; case 
mg 4 copper wire (122 I. C. C., 205-207); 
p 

Miles, Dr., Medical Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 17723; drugs and medicine (126 I. Cc: 
C., 159- 161); p. 1184, 

Milk and eR, between New England 
oti. I. and S. 2685 (126 I. C. C., 39-69); 

Miller Petroleum Co. vs. B. S. L. & W. et 
al.; case —" petroleum (126 I. Cc. C,, 
21- 22); p. 1121 
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Milne Lumber Co. vs. D. T. & I.; case 17694; 
demurrage (120 I. C. C., 488-492); p. 272. 

Milne Lumber Co. vs. C. R. R. of N. J. et al.; 
case 18749; lumber demurrage (122 I. C. C., 
67-70); p. 346. 

Milne Lumber Co. vs. Southern et al.; case 
18155; lumber demurrage (122 I. C. C., 113- 
115); p. 402. 

Milne Lumber Co. vs. D. T. & I.; case 17682; 

lumber demurrage (123 I. C. C., 573-576); p. 


Minn.-Atlantic Transit Co. vs. C. St. P. M. 
& O. et al.; case 16374; Duluth dock serv- 
ices (123 I. C. C., 485-492); p. 857. 

Mississippi Pearl Button Co. vs. Ill. Cent, et 
al.; case 15969; clam shells (120 I. C. C., 
647-648); p. 346. 

Miss. R. R. Commission et al. vs. A. & V. 
et al. (case 15848; salt (120 I. C. C., 569- 
575); p. 207. 

Monarch Cement Co. vs. C. St. P. M. & O. 
et * case 16331; cement (120 I. C. C., 4-6); 
p. 11. 

Moore-Lawless Grain Co. vs. Mo. Pac.; case 
15721; wheat (123 I. C. C., 647-649); p. 995. 

Moores-Coney Co. vs. C. G. "& P.; case 18508; 
building tile (123 I. C. C., ~~ 560); D. 928. 

Morgan Canning Co. vs. O. "Ss. L. et al.; case 
a dried peas (120 I. C. C., 466- 468); DP. 


Morrell, John, & Co. et al. vs. Y. C. et 
o se 14771; meat (120 I. C. o. 537-549) ; 
ieebure. L. A., vs. A, B. & A. et al.; case 
17910); ‘watermelons (126 I. C. C., 447-448); 


p. 1317. 
Mountain States Fey | Co. ot. al. va. A. T. 
eg ne mate- 


& S. F. et al.; 
rial (mimeograph ed); p 

Mountain Valley Springs Met — i ae a we 
et al.; case 15989; steel barrels (120 I. C. C., 
313-315); p. 204. 

Murphysboro Paving Brick Co. vs. M. & O. 
et al.; case 17268; brick (120 I. C. C., 15, 
17); p. 272. 

Nashville Traffic Bureau vs. L. & N. et al.; 
case 15292; grain and products (118 I. C. C., 
748-755); p. 6 


National American Wholesale Lumber Assn., 
Inc., for Robt. R. Sizer & Co., vs. A. C. L. 
et al.; case 17488; lumber (120 I. C. C., 665- 
668); p. 271. 


National Assn. of Ice Cream Manufacturers 
vs. American and Southeastern express 
companies; case 17470; returned containers 
(mimeographed); p. 1510 


National Broom Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
= broom handles (mimeographed); 
Pp. . 


National Car Coupler Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et 
al.; case 16496; steel a €i2z0 I. C..C., 
37- 39); p. 11. 


National Lead Battery Co. vs. Mo. Pac. et 
al.; case 17697; storage batteries (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1456. 

National Petroleum Assn. et al. 
et al.; case 17745; coal (126 I. c. *S., Bu ©: 
p. 1248, 

National Show Case Co. vs. S. A. L. et al.; 
case 17564; store and office fixtures 
(mimeographed); p. 1579. 

Nebraska Bridge Supply and Lumber Co. vs. 
A. G. 'S. et al.; case 18106; cedar posts and 
poles (mimeographed); p. 1457. 

Nelson Fuel Co. et al. vs. C. & O. et al.; case 
13158; coal reparation (120 I. C. C., 723- 
729);; p. 399. 


Newark Pa Printing and Publishing Co. vs. 
Cc. R. R. of N. J. et al.; case 18314; news- 
print (mimeographed); p. 1319. 

New Jersey Lumbermen’s Committee vs. A. 

. L. et al.; case 16457; lumber (120 I. C. 
C.,: 329-334); p. 271. 

New owe x Commission et al. vs. *- =, 
Ss. et al.; case 15085; ore (123 I. C. 
676- F10): p. "995. 

Newsome Feed & Grain Co. vs & L. E. 
et al.; case 17915; middlings ‘a9 BE C. 
329- 330); p. 599. 

Newsprint paper and wall paper, from Can- 
adian points to vag neon I. and S. 2819 
(mimeographed); 1122 

Nivison-Weiskopf Co. vs. A. & V. et al.; case 
17165; lumber (mimeographed); p. 1579. 

Norcross Marble Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; case 
18118; marble (mimeographed); p. 1386. 

Norfolk Hide and Metal Co. vs. A. T. & Ss. 
F. et al.; case gi hides, etc. (120 I. C. 
C., 452- 454); p. 205. 

N. American Cement Corp. vs. & O. 
al. ae 17891; lime (126 I. C. < h 36- 38); 


North Ontario Packing Co. et al. vs. Ore.- 
Wash, R. R. & 4 Co. et al.; ose 16882; 
berries (122 I. C. 360-366) ; Dp. 525. 

ta ee Leather Co. Trust et al. vs. 

& O. et al.; case 17226; salted hides 
Moe 3 & &. 517- 519); p. 598. 

Ogden Grain Exchange vs. “oe & S. et al.; 
case 16112; parts of fourth geet. ap. 2045; 
— products (122 I. C. » 691-720); 


Osden Grain Exchange vs. A. E. et al.; case 
16230; ay and products (126 I. C. C., 
255- 282); p. 1634. 

Ohio Farm Bureau Federation et al. vs. A. 
& W. et al.; case 15912; fertilizer (120 I. C. 
C., 361-371); p. 199. 
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Ohio Farm Bureau Federation et al. vs. N. & 
Ma ; case 17187; stoppage to unload (120 
C. C., 305-309); p. ag 
Okiahoma Paper Co. M. K. 
ae Po: boxboard 32 2 -€. Ci T3e5: aD: 


p 

Oklahoma Traffic Assn. et al. vs. A. & V. et 
al.; case 16200; denatured alcohol (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1455. 

Okmulgee Co., Okla., commissioners vs. M. 

. T. et al.; case 18309; structural steel 
(126 I. C. C., 1-3); p. 1049. 

Omaha Grain Echange vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; 
case 17222; preparation of cars for loading 
(120 I. C. C., 59-63); p. 63. 

Oxford Soap Co. vs. N. Y., N. H. & H. et al.; 
case 18115; soap and cleansing compounds 
(122 I. C. C., 71-72); p. 346. 

Pacific Nitrogen Corp. vs. C. B. & Q. 
case eg electrolyzers (123 I. C. c. AG: 
720); p. 1122. 

Pacific State Lumber Co. et al. vs. G. N. et 
al. ane 17076; lumber (mimeographed); 
Pp. . 

Pacific Tank and Pipe Co. vs. S. P. et al.; 
case 17686; wooden water pipe (122 I. C. C., 
284-286); p. 463. 

Page & Hill Co. vs. M. & I. et al.; case 17088; 
poles (120 I. C. C., 265-266); p. 204. 

Pan American Wall Paper and Paint Co. vs. 
Cc. R. I. & P. et al.; case 18042; wall paper 
(122 I. C. C., 333-334); p. 463. 

Paraffine Companies, Inc., vs. S. P. et al.; 
case 17706; mah-jongg sets (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1634. 

Parkersburg Rig & Reel Co. vs. C. R. & 
P. et al.; case 14760; rig irons (123 I. c. . 
79-88); D. 723. 

Pears from north Pacific coast points to Mo. 
River a and west; I. and S. 2792 
zs I. ¢. 642-646); Ps 659. 

Peaslee- Gaidinwe Co. vs. & A. et al.; case 
a” copper sulphate (mimeographed); p. 

Pelham Phosphate Co. vs. A. C. L. et al.; 
case 17944; phosphate rock (122 I. C. Cc. 
509-512); p. 660. 

Pendleton & Gilkey vs. C. & O. et al.; case 
16485, Sub. No. 2; ro rd posts 
(122 I. C. C., 287-288); — 

Pensacola Gas Co. et al. vs. L. & N. et al.; 
— 17887; coal (122 I. C. C., 326-328); p. 
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Petroleum Oils Corp. et al. vs. A. T. & S. 
et al.; case 16970; lubricating oil stock 1190 
I. C., 614-616); p. 345. 

Petroleum Products Co. vs. G. H. & S. 
al. a 16467; gasoline (120 I. Cc. ra 24- hf 
Dp. 

Peninsular Telephone Co. vs. Southern et al.; 
case 17512; wooden insulator pins (120 I. 
C. C., 699-670); p. 344. 


Peyton Packing Co. vs. A. & S. et al.; case 
15028; glue stock, etc. (122 I. C. C., 3-14); 
p. 273. 

ree, Harry C., Co. et al. vs. N. Y. N. 

. & H. et al.; : case 17775; lumber (123 I. 
a: C., 197-199); p. 930. 

Phillips Petroleum Co. vs. is F. 
al.; case 14995; gasoline (23 I. ©. %., 724. 
732); p. 994. 

Pig iron between points in Central territory; 
a S. 2788 (126 I. C. C., 111-124); p 

Pioneer Coal and Coke Co. vs. Director Gen- 
eral et al.; case 15095; coal—Sligo rule 
(mimeographed); p. 1456. 

Pitch and tar between points in C. F. A. ter- 
ritory; I. and S. 2662 (122 I. C. C., 578- 
581); p. 525. 

Pittsburg Clay Products Co. vs. M. K. T. 


al.; case 17467; clay (123 I. C. C., 605- BOG), 


p. 930 


Plaster and gypsum products from points in 
Iowa, Michigan and Ohio; fourth sect. ap. 
12704 (122 I. C. C., 747-751); p. 719. 


Pleasant Valley Farms and Morey Conden- 
sory Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. et al.; case 
La tin can routing (mimeographed); p 

Portland Linseed Oil Works, Inc., vs. G. N. 
et al.; case 15871; linseed oil (132 2. &. €., 
484- 488); p. 599. 

Potosi Tie and Lumber Co. vs. Sligo & East- 
ern et al.; case 18463; railroad ties (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1454. 

Powers-Begg & Co. vs. Wabash: case 16198; 
fresh meat (122 I. C. C., 476-478); p. 598. 

Practical Drawing Co. vs. N. Y. C et al.; 
case 17844; adhesive paste (126 I. C. C.. 
133-134); p. 1127. 

Procter & Gamble Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et 
al.; case 16147; naphtha (122 I. C. C., 473- 
475); p. 658. 

Public Service Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.: 
case 17834; gas oil (122 I. C. C., 316- 318): 


p. 525. 
Puget Sound-Portland Joint Passenger Train 
— case 16530 (mimeographed); p. 
Pure Oil Co. vs. C. R. & P. et al.: case 
oa crude oil (120 L “<€ C., 422-424); p. 


Pure Oil Co. et al. vs. *- T. @& SF. ot al; 
case 17252; oil (123 I. C. C., 624-626); p. 991. 

Racine Crushed Stone Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. 
et al.; case 17190; stone (120 I. C. C., 717- 
719); p. 272. 


















Racine Crushed Stone Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. 
et al.; case 17337; sand (120 I. C. C., 742- 
744); p. 272. 

Railway mail pay: Docket 9200 (120 I. C. C., 
439-451); p. 

Railway mail pay; Docket 9200; Winston- 
Salem Southbound Application (123 I. C. 
C., 33-40); p. 663. 

Redwood Manufacturing Co. vs. S. P. et al.; 
a eee lumber (123 I. C. C., 30- 32): 
p. 3 

Reeves Coal and Dock Co. vs. L. & N. et al.; 
pe 17940; coal (120 I. C. C., 428-430); p. 

Refrigeration charges on vegetables from La. 
and Miss.; I. and S. 2634 (120 I. C. C., 555- 
568); p. 269. 

Reigel Sack Co. vs. C. R. R. of N. J. et al.; 
case 17674; burlap bags (120 J. C. C., 405- 
407); D. 204. 

Riegel Sack Co. vs. C. R. R. of N. J. et al.; 
ne Pe burlap bags (122 I. C. C., 78. 

); 

Redgee- Wale Furniture Co. vs. A. C. & Y. 
et al.; case 18075; furniture (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1318. 

Rome Metallic Bedstead Co. vs. B. & A. 
et al.; case 17145; bedsteads and springs 
(122 Lc. C., 733- 138); p 662. 

Root Glass Co. vs. E. & . H. et al; case 
age 9 glass bottles T4133 Sa 68- -70); 
Dp 

Roquemore Gravel Co. vs. A. & W. P. et al.; 
case 13365; sand and _ gravel (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1385. 

Russell Grain Co. vs. A. G. S. et al.; case 
17130; _— gue products (126 I. C. C., 
405-409); p. 1247. 

Russell, the ‘aed Man, vs. C. . C. & St. L. 
et al.; case 17794; coal (120 I. C. C., 243- 
244); p. 204. 

Russellville Compress Co. vs. G. M. & N. et 
al.; case 15922; cotton compress parts (120 
I. C. C., 481- 487); p. 341. 

Ryan Fruit Co. et al. vs. A. C. L. et al.; case 
16079; grape fruit (120 I. C. C., 206- 215); p. 
199. 

St. Louis-San Francisco vs. N. A/a. et al.; 
case 11636; barge coal divisions (123 I. C 
C., 599-604); p. 931 

Saline Co. Coal Corp. vs. C. & N. W. et al.; 
case 18560; coal (122 I. C. C., 469-470); p 
661. 


Saline Co. Coal Corp. vs. C. M. & St. P. 
et al.; case 18365; screenings (122 I. C. C., 
467-468); p. 661. 


Salt between western and southwestern 
points; I. and S. 2414 and related cases 
(mimeographed); p. 1578. 

Salt cases, eastern; I. and S. 2440; salt from 
New York points to eastern New England 
and Canadian points; also 14250, Diamond 
Crystal Salt Co. et al. vs. Aberdeen & 
Rockfish et al., and 16695, International 
Salt Co., Inc., et al. vs. Adirondack & St. 
Lawrence et al. (122 I. C. C., 21-36); p. 

Sand from Pleasant Lake, Ind., to Gary, 
Ind., Chicago and related points; I, and S. 
2851" (mimeographed); p. 1580. 


Sar-A-Lee Co. vs. A. C. & Y. et al.; case 
17736; sandwich spread (120 I. C. C., 512- 
516); p. 344. 

Schreiner, E. H., Lumber Co. vs. Director 
oat as case 18180; lumber demurrage 


(123 I. €., 551-552); p. 929. 
Seaboard Sites Milling Co. vs. A. & S. F. 
et al.; 4 case 17456; rice (120 I. C. “2 263- 


264); 203. 

Selden- | Re Construction Co. vs. C. M. & 
St. P. et al.; case 17973; building stone (120 
1. & €. 134- 136); p. 67. 

Sewall Paint and Glass Co. vs. Big Four et 
oe case 17754; talc (mimeographed); p. 


Sewell Valley R. R. Co. vs. C. & O.; case 
— divisions (126 I. C. C., 425-432); 
p. 1387. 

Sheaffer & Marvel vs. B. & O. et al.; case 
17676; eggs (120 I. C. C. oP 674); p. "971. 
Shelton Gasoline Corporation vs. Wichita 
Falls. Ranger & os Worth et al.; case 
a gasoline (126 I. C. C., 125-129); p. 


Silk, Albert, Coal Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F.. 
et = ; case 17385; coal (120 I. C. C., 69-74); 


Sinclair Crude Oil Purchasing Co. vs. A. T. 
& S. F. et al.; case ea iron and steel 
tank material (126 I. C. C., 73- ag iP. 1123. 

Sinclair Refining Co. vs. A. tT. & S. F. et al.; 
case 17907; oils and greases 33 1 C. C., 
537-540); p. 928. 

Sioux City, a” Chamber of Commerce et al. 
vs. B. & O. et “ ; case 14533; coal (120 
Z. ©. C., 7-48)s. we. 

Sioux City Live Stork Exchange vs. C. ¢ > 
W. et al.; case 15728; live stock (122 I 
C., 177- 187); p. 400. 

Skelly Oil Co. vs. M. K. T. et al.; case 17592; 
mene an. private cars (123 I. C. C., 517- 

Dp 

Slate from Virginia eg to ow Orleans, 

mmm and Vicksburg; I. and S. 2827 (126 
C. 70-72); p. 11 i. 

smith See, Inc., vs. B. & O. et al.; case 
te machinery (122 I. C. C., 745-746); 
p. 3 
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Smith, H. B., Co. vs. N. Y., N. H. & H. et 

Py case 17422; core sand (120 I. C. C., 43- 
5 

Smith, _ S., Co. vs. A. T. & ba F. et al.; 
case 17221; backfiller (120 I. C. C., 309- 312): 
p. 

Soda ash from Cartago, Skinner and Keeler, 
Calif., to W. T. L. and S. W. territories; 
I, and S. 2829 (mimeographed); p. 1314. 

Southern Cotton Oil Co. vs. A. C. L.; case 
17043; logs (120 I. C. C., 190-192); p. 206. 

Southern Sewer Pipe Works vs. 7 & N.; 
case 16479; sewer pipe, etc. (122 I. C. C. 
721-725); p. 662. 

Southwestern cases, consolidated; No, 13535, 
Oklahoma Peg ow bv. Aberdeen & 
Rockfish et al.; 13800, J. Waldrep et al. 
vs. A, A . EF. et ai ; 14880, Dallas 
Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. Aberdeen 
& Rockfish et al.; 14416, Little Rock Board 
of Commerce vs. Abilene & Southern et 
al.; 15231, Iowa Commission vs. A. T. & S. 
F, "et al.; 15217, Lae Texas Chamber of 
Commerce vs. A. & S. F. et al.; 15463, 
St. Louis Wet. of Commerce et al. vs. 
Aberdeen & Rockfish et al.; I. and S. 2097 
and 2271, ‘a to Southwestern Destina- 
tions, 95° 1 188, on reargument; and 
4th Sec. pe ER... or Portions of Appli- 
eations, Nos. 462, 565, 634, 700, 701, 999, 
1005, 4486, 4487, "4491, 4648, 12442, 12446, 
12524, 12543 and 12555; I. and’ S. 1769; 14592, 
Dallas Chamber of Commerce vs. Abilene 
& Southern et al.; 14695, Patterson Pro- 
duce Company et al. vs. Abilene & South- 
ern et al.; 14717, Mistletoe Creameries et 
al., vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 17542, Rome 
Wire Company vs. New York Central et 

-, and No. 15395, Live Poultry & Dairy 
Ship ers’ Traffic Assn. vs. Abilene & 
ag hg class and commodity rates (123 

, 203-479); p, 1111. 

southwestern Millers’ League et al. vs. * 
T & S. F. -9f al.; a. 15037; grain (126 I 
C. C., 23-35; 1047 

Spanish River Pulp and Paper Mills, Ltd., et 
al. vs. A. & W. et al.; case 15916; newsprint 
(120 I. C. C., 251-256); p. 202. 

Spelter from Blackwell, Okla., to Greencastle, 
“— and S. 2746 (120 I. C. C., 576-579); 
Dp. 

Spencer, W. M., Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
case 17871; gravel; shipper’s right to rates 
(iz I. ¢. C., 689-690); p. 660. 

Spencer, W. M., Co. vs. A. T. & S. F.; case 
18457; gravel (mimeographed); p. 1634. 
Standard Nut and Bolt Co. vs. N. Y., N. H. 
& H. et al.; case 17804; steel rods (mimeo- 

graphed); p. 1447. 

Standard Oil Co. of La. vs. C. R. & P. et 
al.; case 17537; pipe and gas bt ol (123 I. 
C.’C., 669- 674); p Pp. 989. 

Standard Pipe Line Co., Inc., vs. T. & P. 
et al.; case 18346; engines, etc, (122 I. C. 
C., 463-466); p. 661. 

Standard time zone investigation; Docket 
10122 (122 I. C. C., 122-129); p. 206. 


Stanley, H. F., Lumber Co. vs. A. & V. et 
al.; case 18254; lumber (122 I. C. C., 506- 
508); p. 660. 


State authority; in re authority of I. C. C. 
to approve, after Aug. 31, 1920, a reduction 
in rate or an award of reparation by state 
authority on intrastate traffic which moved 
during the period March 1 to Aug. 31, 1920; 
ex parte 88 (122 I. C. C., 443-450); p. 789. 

Stauffer Chemical Co. of Tex. vs. H. & B. V. 
et al.; case - aa sulphur (123 I. C. C., 
657-659); p. 995 

Stone from Champaign, Ill., to certain points 
in C. F. A. territory; I. and S. 2831 (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1319. 

Strable Lumber & Salt Co. vs. Can. Nat. et 
al.; .% 18107; lumber (123 I. C. C., 585- 
586); 928. 

Sugar notueen La. and Tex. points; I. and S. 
2743 (mimeographed); p. 1577. 

Sugar, cancellation of application of class 
rates oni I. and S. 2839 (mimeographed); 
Dp. 4 

Sugarland Ry. Co.; case 10049; divisions of 
joint rates with connecting lines (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1316. 

Sunbury Converting Works vs. it L. & W.; 
oye Re copper rolls (123 I. C. C., 89- 

Sun ol Co. vs. M. K. T. of Texas et al.; 
pes: crude oil (123 I. C. C., 17- 18): 
Dp 

Switching at Carthage and Joplin, Mo. 
and S. 2697 (123 I. Cc. C., 141- 145); p. 30. 

Switching at St. Louis and Hast St. Louis 
and between St. Louis and Missouri sub- 
urban y 3 I. and S. 2529 (120 I. C. C., 
216-223); 63. 

Switching’ usaee at North Kansas City, 
Mo., absorption of; I. and S. 2724 (122 L. C. 
C., 73- 0): D. St4. 

Tallulah Cotton Oil Co. vs. A. & V. et al.; 
iane, 17261; cottonseed (mimeographed); p. 


Tanning extract from Lynchburg to Norfolk, 
oa I. and S. 2728 (122 I. C. C., 647-650); p. 


Taub, Louis, Inc., et al. vs. L. V.; case 18044; 
cartage allowance (mimeographed); p. 


Taylor-Atkins Paper Co. vs. N. Y. N. & 
H. et rox case 18084; eo tablets." etc. 
(123 I. ra. 583-584); p. 996. 
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Texas Co. vs. Cc. S. et al.; case 16054; 
liquid asphalt ret) I. C. C. 1- 3); PD p. 11. 

Texas Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; : ~- 17783; 
gasoline (122 I. C. C., 109-112); p. 402. 

Tex-Mex Jobbing House vs. L. V. et al.; 
case 18123; wall paper (126 I. C. C., 175- 
176); p. 1185. 

Thomas Traffic Co. vs. L. A. L.; case 
17598; oil (120 I. C. C., 671- 61s: B 271. 

Thomas Trattic Co. vs. Pacific ae 
al.; case 17846; wire steel reels (123 I 
C., 535-536); p. 929. 

Tobacco, uninanufactured, from ry to 
St. Louis and East St. Louis; I. and S 
2800 (126 I. C. C., 93-96); p. 1119, 

Toberman Mackey "Co. vs. C. B. & a case 
18342; hay (122 I. C. C., 299-300); 462. 

Tomkins-Summer Co. vs. C. M. & Bt. P. et 
al.; case 17769; bones, horns and hoofs (120 
I. C. C., 677-679); p. 346. 

Transcontinental Oil Co. vs. C. R. R. of N. J. 
et al.; case 17934; petroeum products (122 
I, C. C., 61-66); p. 346. 

Transcontinental traffic westbound, restric- 
tions in routing of, via S. L. & U.; I. and 
S. 2458 (122 I. C. G., 208- ag p. 461. 

Troxel Manufacturing’ Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
ig gee saddles (126 I. C. C., 169-170); 
p . 

Tuffli Bros, Pig Iron and Coke Co. vs. West- 
ern Md. et al.; case 17825; coal (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1388. 


Tulsa Rig, Reel & Manufacturing Co. et al. 
vs. M. K. T. : al.; case a iron and 
steel (122 I. C. C., 465-410); p. 


Tunnell, F. W. = Co. vs. P. 4 R.; case 
al glue stock (120 I. C. C., 425-428); p. 

Tunnell W., & Co. R. 
case, irs; fertilizer (123 a Cc. Ra $81- tog: 
p. 

Turpentine & Rosin Producers’ Ass’n vs. A. 
& V. et al.; case 15543; naval stores (122 
tc. Cc. 549-550); p. 597. 

Tyler Tube & Pipe Co. vs. B. & O.; case 
~— flues (126 I. C. C., 135-136); 
Pp 

Underwood Lumber Corp. vs. A. C. L. et al.; 
coee 17511; lumber (120 I. C. C., 175-176); p. 

Union Gas & Electric Co. vs. C. & O.; case 
a ae coal demurrage (mimeographed); p. 


Union Smelting and Refining Co. et al. vs. 
Cc. R. R. of N. J. et al.;.case 15224; scrap 
brass (mimeographed); p. 1509. 


United Paperboard Co., Inc., vs. B. & M. et 
al.; case 17049; imported wood pulp (120 
I. C. C., 280-283); p. 271. 


United Paperboard Co., Inc., vs. B. & A. et 
al.; case 18135; waste paper (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1388. 

U. S. Gypsum Co. vs. St. -S. 

_— ee plaster (123 L. rel c., P00. tO): 


85 

vu? S. Potters’ Assn. et al. vs. A. C. & Y. et 
al.; case 18058; pottery clay (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1579. 

United Zinc Smelting Corp. vs. B. & O. et 
al.; case 16787; zinc ore (120 I. C, C., 431- 
433); p. 205. 

United Zinc Smelting Corp. vs. P. R. R. et 
al.; case 17880; coke breeze (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1511. 

Usher Bros. vs. M. & O. et al.; case 17761; 
reconsignment charge (120 I. C. C., 159- 
161); p. 63. 

Van Dyke Motor Co. vs. Mo. Pac. et al.; 
case 18057; —_—a and parts (122 I. 
Cc. C., 411- 413); p. 

Vegetables from Pirinia to C. F. A. terri- 
~~ and S. 2757 (120 I. C. C., 319-324); 
p. q 

Vegetable stearine from New York rate points 
to Va. cities; I. and S. 2818 (123 I. C. C., 
151-152); p. 793. 

Vera Chemical Co. of Canada, Ltd., vs. A. C. 
et al.; case 15381; rosin (120 I. C. C., 434- 
438); p. 201. 

Vickers Petroleum Co. vs. Mo. Pac. et al.; 
o— 18273; gasoline (mimeographed); p. 

Victor Milling Co. vs. Mo. Pac. et al.; case 
15826; wheat (120 I. C. C., 335-339); p. 204. 

Virginia and Rainy Lake Co. vs. D. W. & P. 
et al.; case 17144; lumber (120 I. C. C., 131- 
133); p. 125. 

Virginia Coal Operators’ Assn. vs. A. & R. 
et al.; case 13823; coal (120 I. C. C., 283- 
294); p. 127. 

Viscose Co. et al. vs. N. Y. C. et al.; case 
17013; cotton pulp board (120 I. C. C., 352- 
356); p. 204. 

Walrath & Sherwood Lumber Co. vs. C. & 
N. W. et al.; case 17997; lumber (126 I. 

C., 97-102); p. 1120. 

Ward Baking Co. et al. vs. P. R. R. et al.; 
case 18020; printed waxed wrapping paper 
(mimeographed); p. 1579. 

Washington Building Lime Co. vs. A. & B. 
B. et al.; case 16170, Sub. 1; lime (122 I. 
C. C., 105-108); p. 346. 

Washington Building Lime Co. vs. B. & O. 
et al.; case 17491; lime, etc. (Sligo rule) 
(mimeographed); p. 1450. 

Weigel Bros. vs. A. T. & S. 
18363, Sub. No. 1; 
graphed); p. 1455. 


F. et al.; case 
automobiles (mimeo- 
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Weir Smelting Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
case 17931; zinc ore (120 I. C. C., 155-156); 


p. 67. 
Western Cartridge Co. vs. C. B. & Q.; case 
; brass and bronze (123 I. C. C., 547- 
BBOps "Dp. 929. 

‘Western Newspaper Union vs. & St. > et 
al.; case 12101; stereotype oe (126 I. C. 
C., 437-488); p. 1318. 

Western Paper Makers’ Chemical Co. vs. A. 
Cc. L. et al.; caSe 19020; rosin dross 
(mimeographed); p. 1512. 

West Texas Utilities Co. vs. Mich. Cent. et 
a case 18190; tubs (mimeographed); p. 

455 


W. Va. Rail Co. vs. C. & O. et al.; case 
17426; rails and concrete bars (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1509. 

a Eagle Oil and Refining Co. vs. D. & 

. G. er et al.; case 18118; refined oil (126 
r C. C., 166- 168); p. 128. 

White Eagle Oil and Refining Co. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; case 17929; lubricating oil (122 
I, C. C., 223-226); p. 401. 

Whittemore’ Ss, John A., Sons et al. vs. N. Y. 
N. H. & H. et al.; case 17524; coal (122 

I. C. C. 451-458); p. 661 

Wichita Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. 
T. & S. F. et al.; case 17627; —_— han- 
dles (123 I. C. C., 520-522); p. 928 

Williamson- Halseli-Frazier Co. vs. C. R. I. 
& P. et al.; case 17685; sugar (120 I. C. C., 
125-126); pp. 67, 668. 

Williams-Thompson Co. vs. & W. P. # 
al.; case 16749; lease of building (126 IL. 
C., 417-421); p. 1316. 

Wooden handles from Ark. and Mo. to La. 
and Tex.; I. and S. 2798 (123 I. C. C., 146- 
150); p. 793. 

Wool rates investigation; case 14787 (120 
I. C. C., 493-511); p. 342 

Wuille, Dan., & Co., Inc., vs. a P. & S. et 
oye) a —. ‘nda; apples "(123 I Cc. C., 190- 

Ziegler tang vs. St. L.-S. F.; case 18259; 
crushed stone (mimeographed); p. 1512. 

Zimmerman-Wells-Brown Co. vs. Director 
General; case 17692; wire rope (112 I. C. C., 
199-200); p. 401. 





DeGroff, Mrs. Mynoma; president Twin City 
Women’s Traffic Club; p. 1208. 

Demurrage; p. 79, 372, 560, 764, 803, 894, 1080, 
1354, 1608. 

Denver freight rate survey; p. 411. 

Depreciation charges; sleeping car and ex- 
press; p. 968. 

Detroit shippers’ conférence; pp. 438, 1490. 

District of Columbia utility regulation; p. 855. 

Director General of railroads, A. W. Mellon, 
annual report of; p. 612; work of, p. 1243. 

Divisions; pp. 138, 362, 1384, 1514. 

Dock receipts; pp. 296, 1200. 

Draft gear tests; p. 1422. 

Drayage absorption; pp. 134, 1575. 

Economic phases of transportation; report of 
the Bureau of Railway Economics; p. 1444. 


EDITORIAL 
oe and air transportation; pp. 1503, 


Brainerd, Ezra; appointment to Commission; 


p. > 
Canadian rail outlook; p. 337. 
Car loadings and income; p. 985. 
Chamber of Commerce of U. S.; resolutions 
regarding I. C. C.; p. 1239. 
Commission, appropriations tor; 
Commission appointments; pp. 
265, 457, 1239. 

Common ‘carrier regulation; p. 195. 

Conn, Donald D.; p. 1441. 

Cooperative rate- “making; views of A. G. T. 
— p. 983; address by G. T. Bell; p. 


1041. 

Consolidation of railroads; pp. 783, 1503. 

Government in business; D. 119. 

Grain — case report, Woodlock dis- 
sent in; » © 

Hoch-Smit p . - repeal of; 1627. 

Hoover, Herbert; transportation Vives dis- 
cussed; pp. 783, 

Intercoastal rates, a of; p. 119. 

Lower rates, demand for; remarks of Ww. G. 
Bierd; pp. 713, 715. 

McAdoo, views ‘of, on St. Lawrence water- 
way; p. 715. 

Merchant Marine policy; Rj 1239. 

ay West program of Chicago Tribune; p. 


p. 193. 
, 59, 119, 195, 


1 4 

Mississippi-Warrior barge line; pp. 263, 393, 
851, 1379. 

Motor vehicles and railroads; p. 519. 

O’Connor, Chairman; charges against; p. 


589. 

O’Fallon decision on recapture of excess 
earnings; p. 921. 

Passenger traffic decline; p. 783. 

Rail-water competition; pp. 851, 1307. 

Rate regulation principles; views of A. T. 
Hadley; p. 1041. 

St. Lawienee waterway; pp. 457, 715, 785, 
1105, 1307. 

Section 15a, 
337, 647. 

Senate interstate commerce committee; p. 


-epeal or amendment of; pp. 










































































































































Southwestern class rates; p. 1105. 

Traffic eaucation; p. 457, 1177, 1627. 

‘Transportation appropriations, 
sional; p. 455. 

‘Transportation costs; p. 715. 

Transportation legislation; pp. 587, 649. 

Valuation of railroads; p. 57; Supreme Court 
decision in L. A. & S. L. case; p. 517 

Wage advance, western; p. 1177. 

Washington as a witness; p. 785. 

Waterworks and railroads; views of E. E. 
Loomis; p. 1307. 

Wilson, G. Lloyd, articles by; pp. 983, 1046, 
1441. 

Woods, Cyrus E., appointment of, to Com- 
mission; pp. 119, 195, 265. 


Congres- 


Electric railroads; pp. 10, 459, 1110. 

fmergency rates; p. 613. 

Emerson, F. L.; commissioners by promotion; 
p. 444. 

Equipment, new, condition of, etc.; pp. 22, 90, 
232, 304, 368, 372 430 543 614 688 774 808 816 
968 1080 1202 1204 1310 1882 1383 1484 1526 
1542, 1612, 1646. 

Ethical practice case; p. 1525. 

Excess income, recapture of, etc.; 62, 338, 
504, 652, 856, 9338, 1195, 1259, 1311, PPi0G, 1492. 

Expenditures ‘of railroads; p. 1382. 

Explosives and dangerous articles;, regula- 
tions for shipping of, etc.; pp. 510, 602, 614, 
677, 787, 804, 855, 1164, 1202, 1242. 

Express rates, etc.; pp. 536, 591, 744, 1086, 

65 

Federal reserve bank charter; 123. 

Federal trade commission; pp. %1, 1044, 1631. 

Fertilizer and material; rates on, etc.; p. 592. 

Fibreboard and veneer “containers in ocean 
shipments; pp. 1340, 1530, 1660. 

Finance decisions of the Commission (see 
Consolidations and Securities). 

Fish, rates on, etc.; pp. 61, 138. 

Flood area transportation; pp. 1243, 1446, 1574. 

Florida class rates, etc.; pp. 20, 106, 486. 

Foreign trade statistics, regulations, etc.; pp. 
88, 370, 459, 550, 370, 620, 751, 878, 1045, 1070, 
1200 1274, 1420, 1490, 1496, 1576, 1664. 

Fourth Section matters; pp. 666, 307, 744, 925, 
988, 1045, 1108, 1258, 1406. 

Freight advertising; p 684. 

Freight rates; series te G. Lloyd Wilson, Ph. 
D.; p. 1592. 

Friel, J. P.; co-operative rate making; p. 1271. 

Fruits and vegetables; rates on, etc.; pp. 106, 
140, 178, 238, 246, 277, 294, 372, 414, 444, 478, 
543, 612, 668, 702, 751, 762, 774, 809, 908, 968, 
974, 1024 1068, 1152, 1199, 1288, 1360, 1406, 
1416, 1446, 1496, 1542, 1602, 1670. 


Pues, rates on, etc.; pp. 522, 592, 650, 
925, 941, 1288. 

Gaskets, rates on; p. 1585. 

German transportation; p. 27. 


Guaay. T. E.; function of a traffic bureau; p. 


Grain and products, rates, etc.; 62, 
138, 182, 409, 444, 460, 873, 882, Jog. "Sg 7190" 
1256, 1596, 1639, 1640, 1670. 


Cuore, G. R.; commission appointments; p. 


Great Lakes traffic; p. 816. 
Grossniclaus, Walter; traffic education; p. 382. 
Hague rules for international bills of lading; 


Hartley, J. F.; fast freight movement; p. 523. 

Harutun, J. I; tariff index; p. 1094. 

Hay, rates on; p. 1576. 

Heinecamp, R. H.; traffic profession regula- 
tion; p. 1422. 

Hell Gate route case; pp. 406, 1072, 1331. 

Highways (see also Trucks and Busses); pp. 
60, 99, 504, 602, 668, 904, 1066. 

Hoboken Manufacturers’ "Railroad; p. 152. 

Hoch-Smith resolution, rate investigation un- 
der, etc. (see also, Cotton, Cottonseed, Fur- 
niture, Grain and Grain Products, Iron and 
Steel, Live Stock, Petroleum and ‘Petroleum 
Products, Western class rates); pp. 277, 1670. 

— + (mee. & Ee depreciation order; Pp. 


Houston, port of; p. 1662. 

Hoover, Herbert, secretary of commerce; 
speeches, statements, etc.; pp. 9, 1181. 

Income tax, exemption for rate case ex- 
penses; p. 1630. 

Industrial Traffic Administration; series 
G. Lloyd Wilson; p. 98, 233, 259, 479, 615, 61s. 
747, 879, 1007, 113 

Inland waterways ads Rivers, Harbors and 
Canals); p. 457. 

Intercoastal traffic and rates; p. 1311, 1419, 
1533, 1534. 

Interest refunds to railroads; pp. 96, 231, 368. 

Intermediate rule application; pp. 786, 88i. 

International Institute of Trafhe: p. 1546. 

Interstate Geenetes law compilation; pp. 318, 
356, 418, 522 

Intrastate rates, jurisdiction over, etc.; pp. 
675, 878, 1150, 1224, 1244, 1472, 1576. 

Investigation and suspension orders, etc.; pp. 
15, 48, 70, 133, 216, 278, 347, 408, 474, 526, 
606, 666, 796, 866, 942, "717, 726, 996, 1062, 
1150, 1191, 1244, 1323, 1393, 1457, 1514, 1581, 
1636 (see also Newton bill). 

Iron and steel, material, articles, scrap, etc.; 
rate on, etc.: pp. 217, "O78, 474, 650, 760, 788, 
801, 804, 739, 947, 1043, 1045. 1110, 1181, 1182, 
1244, 1255, 1326, 1394, 1403, 1640. 

Iron ore, rates on, ete.; pp. 282, 361, 531, 671. 

Isthmian Canal Commission; p. 1311. 

Johnston, C. F.; fast railway service: p. 1030. 
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Joint rates, U. S. to foreign countries; pp. 
267, 398, 477, 532, 878, 1195, 1335, 1474. 
Kidwell, Walter L:; commission appointments; 


midinarny, L. H.; tariff supply by carriers; p. 
1154. 


Labor, railroad, statistics, board of mediation, 
etc., wage proposals, etc.; pp. 30, 96, 166, 
230, 238, 297, 398, 477, 504, 522, 614, 678, 760, 
816, 926, 1030, 1154, 1196, 1261, 1263, 1310, 1382, 
1484, 1526, 1632, 1652. 

Land grants; p. 614. 

Lighterage rates; p. 815. 

— rates, cars, etc.; pp. 366, 1024, 1399, 

Loading of revenue freight; pp. 8, 97, 140, 198, 
288, 364, 396, 484, 543, 626, 688, 785, 894, 924, 
746, 1024, 1630, 1068, 1152, 1202, 1266, 1336, 
1406, 1446, 1526, 1670. 

Load line bill; p. 370. 

Loans from government; p. 1525. 


LOSS AND DAMAGE DECISIONS 


American Oak Leather Co. vs. C. C. C. & 
St. L. RK... Co. CEy.): p. 228. 

American State Bank of Omaha, Neb., vs. 
Mueller Grain Co, (Fed. Ct.); p. 355. 

Aristo - a at Co.,. Inc., va. A. C. kL. RR. 
Co. GN. ¥.}s p. . 

Atlantic Coast Line R. R. Co. vs. Florida 
Fine Fruit Co. (Fla.); p. 1334. 

Baily vs. St. L.-S. F. Ry. Co. (Mo.); p. 875. 

Baker vs. Western Union Telegraph Co. 
(Mo.); p. 84. 

Baitimore & Ohio R. R. Co. et al. vs. Fish 
& Lybarger Co. (Ohio); p. 1001. 

Barrett vs. Western Union Telegraph Co. 
(Mo.); p. 136. 

Becuunton vs. L. & N. R. R. Co. Cay.); p. 
fo. 

Canady & Hodges vs. C. R. I. & P. Ry. Co. 
(Iowa); p. 875. 

a. vs. Southern Pacific Co. (Fed. Ct.); 


p. , 

Central of Georgia Ry. Co. vs. Council Bros. 
(Ga.); pp. 669, 1257. 

Chesapeake & Ohio Ry. Co. vs. Timberlake, 
Currie & Co., Inc. (Va.); p. 1257. 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway Co. 
M4 Malleable Iron Range Co. (Wis.); p. 

oO. 

Chicago, R. P. Ry. Co. vs. Broadshaw 

et al. ease p. 1334. 


Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Ry. et al. 
vs. Great Western Oil Co. (Okla.); p. 83. 


Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Ry. Co. vs. 
— E. Shelton Produce Co. (Ark.); p 

Cleveland, Cc. C. & St. L. Ry. Co. vs, Bement- 
Rea Co. (Ind.); p. 83. 


Clinton & Oklahoma Western R. R. Co. vs. 
Smith et al. (Okla.); p. 1334. 

Cohen vs. Cohen (N. J.): p. 1193. 

Collins & Glennville R. R. Co. vs. Beasley 
(Ga.); p. 415. 


Dalzell vs. Oregon-Washington R. R. & Nav. 
cae State Bank vs. Same (Fed. Ct.); p. 

Davis, Federal Agent, vs. Standard Rice Co., 
Ine. (Tex.); p i 

Dunnegan & ueiags  . CC. BR. 6... @ PB: RK. i. 
Co. (Iowa); p. 355. 

Falmouth Co-operative Marketing Associa- 
tion vs. Pennsylvania R. R. Co. (Mich.); 


p. 745. 

Gibsland Oil Mills & Fertilizer Co., Ltd., 
vs. L. & N. W. R. R. Co. (La); p. 669. 

Girden vs. Thompson et al. (N. J.); p. 1001. 

Greener, A., & Sons vs. Southern Ry. Co. 
(Tenn.); p. 951, 

Gulf, C. ra Ss. F. Lakeside Irr. 
Co. (Tex.); p. 1405. 

a vs. Mo. Pac. R. R. Co. (Kans.); 
p. 

Hirschfield, J. B., Co. vs. Vanhoose Grocery 
Co. (Ky.); p. 475. 

Houston & 'T. C. R. R. Co. et al. vs. Strib- 
ling (Tex.); p. 1647. 

5 ee R. R. Co. vs. Fontaine (Ky.); 
p. 475. 

—— Finance Corp. vs. Turner (Ala.); 
Pp. a 

Jackson vs. Seley-Cornforth Grain Co. et al. 
(Tex.); p. 475. 

Johnson vs. Western Maryland Ry. Co.; 
a Merchants’ National Bank (Md.); 
p. 3 

Jones vs. Western Union Telegraph Co. (Fed. 
Ct.); p. 1587. 

Kansas City Southern Ry. Co. vs. H. Rouw 
Co. et al. (Ark.); p. 415. 

Kansas State Bank (Security State Saving 
Bank Substituted Plaintiff) vs. A. T. & S. 
F. Ry. Co. (Kans.); p. 223. 

Koepp, George H., Inc., vs. New Orleans 
Great Northern R. R. Co. (La.); p. 476. 

Krivitsky & Cohen, Inc., vs. Western Union 
Telegraph Co., Inc. (N. Y.); p. 1587. 

Lake Erie & Western R. R. Co. et al. vs. 
Fantz et al. (Ind.); p. 669. 

Leominster Fuel Co. vs. N. Y., N. H. & H. 
R. R. Co. (Mass.); p. 611. 

Louisville & Nashville R. R. Co. vs. Bra- 
shear et al (Ky.); p. 670. 

Lowder vs. Union Transfer Co. of San Fran- 
cisco (Calif.); p. 83. 

ls vs. N. & W. Ry. Co. (W. Va.), D. 


Ry. vs. 


McKerry vs. aaa Union Telegraph Co. 
(Calif.); p. 951. 

McMahen, C. M., & Sons vs. L. & N. R. R. 
Co. (Fed. Ct.y: p. 669. 

Michigan Central R. R. Co. vs. State et al. 
(Ind.);_p. 745. 

Midland Valley R. R. Co. vs. Barkley et al. 
(Ark); p. 1067. 

Minturn vs. New York Central R. R. Co. 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 1334. ; 
Missouri & N. A. R. R. Co. vs. United 
Farmers of America et al. (Ark.); p. 1469. 
Missouri Pacific R. R. Co. vs. Myers et al. 

(Ark.); p. 1527. 

Mogul, Joseph, Ine., vs. C. Lewis Lavine, 
Ine. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1527. 

Te et al. vs. Wabash Ry. Co. (Mo.); 
p. i 

Moss vs. Davis, oem of Rail- 
roads (S. C.); p. 

Mutual Fertilizer Ge Vs. Moultrie Banking 
Co. (Ga.); p. 951. 

O’Brien, E: J., & Co. vs. Davis, Director 
General of Railroads et al. (Ky); p. 285. 
@range National Bank vs. Southern Pacific 

Co. (La.); p. 83. 
Otis Staples Lumber Co., Ltd., vs. Federal 
National Bank of Boston (Mass.); p. 475. 
Pennsylvania R. R. Co. vs. William H. 
Muller & Co., Inc. (Fed. Ct.); p. 135. 
Pusateri vs. N. Y. C. & St. L. R. R. Co. 
(N. Y.); p. 1144. 
Queen Insurance Co, et al. vs. G. H. & S. A. 
Ry. Co. et al. (Tex.); p. 745. 
Radoosky et al. vs. N. Y., N. H. & H. R. R. 
& Q. R. R. Co. (Iowa); 


Co. (Mass.); p. 285. 

Riddle vs. C. B. 
p. 23. 

Rio Grande & Eagle Pass Ry. Co. vs. Roy 
Campbell & Co. (Tex.); p. 285. 

Rouw, H., Co. vs. American Ry. Express Co. 
(Ark.); p. 1193. 

Rouw, H., Co. vs. Kansas City Southern 
Ry. Co. (Ark.); p. 415. 

ee iy Co. vs. St. L.-S. F. Ry. Co. (Ark.); 


Pp. s 

St. Louis, B. & M. Ry. Co. vs. Bath et al. 
(Tex.); p. 1334. 

San Antonio & Aransas Pass Ry. Co. vs. 
Turner (Tex.); p. 1001. 

Schwartz vs. Postal Telegraph Cable Co. 
(Ohio); p. 84. 

Seaboard Air Line Ry. Co. vs. France (Fla.); 
p. 

Slinn Co., Inc., vs. American Ry. Express Co. 
(N. Y.); p. 

Smedes Bros., Inc., Ve Mk & TT. Rf. 
& S. S. Co. (La.); p. 136. 

Southern Cotton Oil Co. vs. A. C. L. R. R. 
Co. (€Va.); p.. 1001. 

Southern Pacific Co. vs. Di Cristina et al. 
(Ga.); p. 1067. 

Traweek vs. Pecos & N. T. Ry. Co. et al. 
(Tex.); p. 355. 

Western Machinery Exchange vs. Nor. Pac. 
Ry. Co. et al. (Wash.); p. 1193 

Western Union Telegraph Co. vs. Cates 
(Tex.); p. 1001. 

Western Union pene Co. vs. Hice et al. 
(Tex.): p. 

Western Union Telegraph Co. vs. Mathias 
(Ala.); p. 136. 

Western Union 
(Okla.); _p. 223. 

Western Union Telegraph Co. vs. 
(Tex.); p. 285. 

Williams vs. — Union Telegraph Co. 


Telegraph Co. vs. Slife 


Vann 


(Ss. wr ae 
Wolff, & Co. vs. Mo., Kans. & Tex. 
Ry. és. et al. (Tex.); p. 670. 


Lumber and forest products: rates on; pp. 88, 
108, 162, 182, 226, 286, 318, 378, 418, 520, 548, 
632, 678, 785, 808, 878, 976, 748, 1154, 1228, 
1242, 1288, 1335, 1354, 1416, 1468, 1496, 1526, 
1582, 1596, 1639. 

Manufacturing statistics by Department of 
Commerce; p. 1181. 

Marble, rates on; p. 1586. 

Maritime law codification: p. 231. 

McDaniel, C. E.; mileage scale rates; p. 1272. 

McDonnell, T. E.; motor vehicle regulation; 
p. 750. 

=, W. 2 
766. 

Meats and packing house products; rates on, 
etc.; pp. 804, 1260, 1642. 

Mileage, railway; p. 1152. 

Minneapolis Y. M. C. A. Traffic School; p. 
1220. 


good railroad service; DP. 


MINOR COMMISSION ORDERS 


Afthertought Copper Co. vs. Director-Gen- 
eral, as agent, C., S. & E. et al., case 
14747; order vacated; p. 1635. 

Albert ‘Silk Coal Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe et 
es case 17385; order modified; pp. 530, 
1 

American Cement Tile Mfg. Co. vs. Arcade 
& Attica et al.; case 17257; order modi- 
fied; p. 668. 

American Linseed Co. vs. B., R. & P. et al.; 
case 14594; case reopened; p. 1046; and 
associated cases. 

American National Live Stock Assn. et al. 
vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 15686; order modi- 
fied; p. 1392 
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American National Live Stock Assn. et al. 
vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 14190; case re- 
opened; p. 1393. 

American Salt Co. et al. vs. A. & S. et al.; 
case 17011; order modified; p. 1636. 

Apache Powder Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 16935; order modified; p. 16. 

Armour & Co. vs. Great Northern; case 14301; 
case reopened; p. 1636. 

Armour & Co. vs. L. & N. et al.; case 14629; 
order amended; p. 942. 

Atlantic Coast Line, fourth section applica- 
tion of; case 12957; case reopened: n. 216. 

Automatic train control] devices, in the mat- 
ter of; case 13413; order modified; pp. 75, 
76, 216, 1000, 1325, 1392, 1636. 

Bananas from Gulf ports to points in South- 
ern territory and to Ohio River crossings; 
I. & S. 2761; case reopened; p. 1586. 

Barnett Oil & Gas Co. vs. Director-Gen- 
eral, as agent, L. & N. et al.; case 10804; 
case reopened; p. 472. 

Beggs, J. R., & Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; case 
16864 (and consolidated cases); case re- 
opened; p. 1254. 

Berry, James B., Sons Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 17108; case reopened; p. 942. 

Best Foods, ‘Inc., vs. C. R. R. of N. J. et al.; 
case £5394; case reopened; p. 1254. 

Birkett Mills et al. vs. D. L. & W. et al.; 
cone 16398; effective date postponed; p. 

Birmingham News Co. vs. A. B. & A. et al.; 
case 16443; order modified; p. 347. 

Birmingham Traffic Bureau vs. St. Louis- 
San Francisco; case 15226; order modified; 


p. 530. 

Board of Park Commissioners vs. C. M. & 
St. P., and H. E. Bryam, M. W. Potter 
and E. J. Brundage, receivers; Northern 
Pacific, and M., St. P. & S. S. M.; case 
17251; reparation authorized; p. 473. 

Boston Wool Trade Assn. vs. Director-Gen- 
eral, as agent, et al.; case 11040; case re- 
opened; p. 800; order vacated, p. 1000. 

Brady, A. Spates, vs. B. & O. et al.; case 
15270; case reopened: p. 404. 

Capital Grain & Feed Co. et al. vs. Illinois 
Central et al.; case 15082; order modified; 
pp. 530, 1192. 

Central R. R. of New Jersey vs. New Pa 
et al.; case 16721; case reopened; p. 

Chase & Co. vs. Charlotte Harbor & Nosth- 
=. et al.; case 17993; order vacated; p. 

Chert, clay, sand and gravel within the state 
of Georgia; case 17517; case reopened; 
p. 726; order modified; p. 1192. 


Chestnut & Smith Corp. vs. A. & R. et al.: 
case 15255 (and Sub. 1); effective date ex- 
tended; p. 1521. 


Chicago Coal Merchants’ Assn. vs. Director- 
General, as agent, Santa Fe et al.; case 
pe ay (and Sub. No. 1); case reopened; p. 


Chicago Gravel Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
fa 17817 (and Sub. No. 2); order modi- 
p. i reopened, p. 404; order modi- 

fied; p. 473. 


Clear Lake Lumber Co. vs. Director-Gen- 
eral, as agent, Puget Sound & Cascade 
Ry. et al.; case 11398; reparation author- 
ized; p. 473. 


Clinchfield Coal Corp. vs. C. C. & O. et al.; 
case 17135; order modified; p. 530. 

Colgate & Co. vs. Pennsylvania et al.; case 
15850; case reopened; p. 16; order modified; 
co reopened, p. 725; order vacated, p. 

Como Chemical Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 
17274; order modified; p. 726. 

Concrete Steel Co. et al. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 17204; order modified; pp. 1521, 1635. 

Continental Oil Co. vs. Santa :" et al.; case 
18146; case reopened; p. 1325 

Co-operative Oil & Paint Co. ‘et al. vs. Di- 
rector-General, as agent, B. & O. et al.; 
case 12635; case reopened; p. 1000. 

Cotton, application of rates on, to Gulf ports; 
case 14940; effective date postponed; p. 
1521; and associated cases. 

Coulbourn Fruit Co. et al. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 16414; case reopened; p. 472. 

Cranberries, stop-over transit privileges on, 
at points in Texas; I. & S. No. 2767; case 
reopened; p. 1392. 

Crerar Clinch Coal Co. vs. Ann Arbor et al.; 
case 16699; case reopened; pp. 473, 530. 
Crescent Bed Co. vs. C. R. I. & P. et al.; 
case 17555; effective "te extended; p. 

1046; order “cancelled; 1458. 

Crushed stone, sand on gravel within the 
Chicago swit¢hing district, I. & S. 2649; 
order modified; p. 75. 

Dann-Gerow Co., Inc., vs. A. C. L. et al.; 
case 17528; case reopened; p. 668, and as- 
sociated cases. 

Dann-Gerow Co., Inc., vs. T. & G. C. et al.; 
case 17531; case reopened; Dp. 1000. 

Desch, John M., vs. Nor. Pac. et al.; case 
17277; case reopened; p. 726. 

Des Moines Board of Trade et al. vs. Des 
Moines & Central Iowa et al.; case 15029; 
case reopened; p. 866. 

Duluth Chamber of Commerce vs. C. & N. 
W. et al.; case 15823; order amended; pp. 
347, 472; reopened, p. 726. 

Eastern Lime Manufacturers’ Traffic Bur- 
eau et al. vs. Akron & Barberton Belt et 
al.; case 16170; order modified; p. 472. 


Elberta Crate Co. vs. A. C. L. et al; case 
15614 (and - No. 1); order modified; p. 
134; reopened, 347. 

Eshelman, John Wy. & Sons, and Anderson 
Bros. vs. John Barton Payne, Director- 
General of Railroads, as agent, M. & O. 
et al.; case 12366; report amended; p. 1130. 

E-Z Opener Bag Co. vs. Pearl River Valley 
et al.; case 17835; case reopened; p. 472. 

Federated Metals Corp. vs. Central R. R. of 
New Jersey et al.; case 16419; order modi- 
fied; pp. 133, 

Fertilizers and fertilizer materials between 
southern points; case 16295; order amend- 
ed; p. 1392. 

Fierro & Monnin vs. Pennsylvania; case 
17607; order vacated; p. 1635. 

Florence Chamber of Commerce vs. Ill. Cent. 
et - — 16029, effective date postponed; 
Pp. 4 

Florence Chamber of Commerce vs. Southern 
et al.; case 16039; case reopened; p. 16. 

Florence Chamber of Commerce vs. South- 
ern et al.; case 16039: case reopened; p. 
16; order vacated, p. 1521. 

Fox Paper Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
ag 16745; effective date postponed; p. 


Frazer, William, Jr., Inc., vs. A. C. L. et al.; 
case 17643 (and Sub. Nos. 1 and 2); case 
reopened; p. 1255. 

Fredonia Linseed Oil Works Co. vs. Santa Fe 
> case 18038; order modified; pp. 1192, 

Grain and grain products, Minneapolis, St. 
Paul & Duluth, Minn., and groups to east- 
ern points; I. & S. 2729; effective date post- 
poned; p. 606. 

Gulf States Portland Cement Co. vs. Nor- 
folk & Western, Southern, Alabama, Gt. 
Sou. and Ala. Gt. Sou.; case 15949; rep- 
aration authorized; p. 2 

Hollingshead, J. D., Co. vs. Ann Arbor et 
al.; case 16832; case reopened; p. 725. 

Hollingshead, J. D., Co. vs. A. & R. et al.; 
case 14020; order modified; p. 800. 

lliff-Bruff Chemical Co. et al. vs. C. & E. I. 
i a 16048; order modified; pp. 76, 

Indiana State Chamber of Commerce vs. 
Santa Fe et al.; case 16116; order amend- 
ed; pp. 473, 668, q 

Iola Cement Mills Traffic Association et al. 
vs. Arkansas Valley Interurban et al.; case 
15428; order amended: p. 404. 

Iola Cement Mills Traffic Assn. vs. A. T. & 
Ss. Le Tae 15117; effective date postponed; 
p. 4 

Jamestown Chamber of Commerce vs. Penn- 
sylvania et al.; case 16178; case reopened; 
p. 1000. 

Kentucky Lumber Co. vs. L. & N. et al.; 
case 17900; case reopened: p. 1192. ’ 
Kosmos Portland Cement Co. vs. Ill. Cent. 
et al.; case 16741; order modified, p. 404. 


Krauss Bros. Lumber Co. vs. Director-Gen- 
eral, Southern et al.; case 15348; order va- 
cated and dismissed; p. 1255. 


Lakeland Chamber of Commerce vs. A. C. 
L. pA al.; case 18875; complaint amended; 
Pp. 

Lantz Marble Corp. vs. Erie et al.; case 
16728; case reopened; p. 1636. 

Lincoln Traction Co.’ vs. Mo. Pac.; case 
17010; reparation authorized; p. 16. 

Lissberger, B., & Co. vs. Pennsylvania et 
al.; case 16286; case reopened; p. 404. 


Live Poultry & Dairy Shippers’ Traffic Assn. 
vs. A. & S. et al.; case 15395; case re- 
opened; p. 134. 

Lynchburg, Va., Traffic Bureau. Chamber of 
Commerce, vs. Southern et al.; case 17522; 
case reopened, p. 725. 

McClave, E. W., & Son, Inc., vs. A. C. L. 
et al.; case 15853; case reopened, p. 1000. 

McCormick Warehouse Co. vs. Pennsylvania 
et al.; case 15445; case reopened; p. 1255. 

McFadden, Mark, vs. Director- General, as 
agent; case 13289 (Sub. 2 and 4); case re- 
opened; p. 76. 

Manget Bros. Co. vs. Atlantic City et al.; 
case 16476; case reopened; p. 472. 

Mayer, Oscar, & Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 16562; order modified; p. 1046. 

Mayfield Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. 
A. & W. et al.; case 15252; order modified; 
pp. 668, 1046. 

Memphis’ Freight Bureau vs. Ala. Gt. Sou. 
et al.; case 17963; order amended; p. 1458. 

Memphis- Southwestern Investigation; case 
9702; order modified; p. 1325. 

Miles, Dr., Medical Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 17723; case reopened: p. 133. 

Mississippi Railroad Commission et al. vs. 
A. . et al.; case 15848 (and Sub. 1 
and 2); effective date postponed; pp. 347, 
668); order modified; pp. 726, 1325. 

Montgomery Cotton Exchange vs. Seaboard 
Air Line et al.; case 15219; case reopened; 


p. 4 

Nashville Traffic Bureau vs. L. & N. et al.; 
case 15292; order modified; p. 530. 

National Tinsel Mfg. Co. vs. C. & N. W. 
et al.; case 17266; case reopened; p. 1255. 

Nebraska State Railway Commission vs. 
—,"* et al.; case 16322; case reopened; 
p. 3 

Newsprint paper and wall paper from Ca- 
nadian points to Iowa points; I. & S. No. 
2819; order modified; p. 1458. 


Nooney, J., & Co., Inc., vs. Pennsylvania 
et =? case 17262; effective date postponed; 
Dp. 

Northwestern Leather Co. Trust et al. vs. 
M. & O. et al.; case 17226; order modified; 
p. 133; reopened; p. 530. 

Ohio Farm Bureau Federation et al. vs. N. 
& W.; case 17187; case reopened; p. 1000. 
Oklahoma Commission vs. Arkansas et al.3 

case 13406; order vacated; p. 472. 

Oklahoma Traffic Association et al. vs. Ala. 
Gt. Sou. et al.; case 14781 (and Sub. Nos. 
1 to 3, incl.); order modified; p. 16. 

Omaha Grain Exchange vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; 
case 17222; order modified; pp. 472, 605. 

Parkersburg Rig & Reel Co. vs. St. L.-S. F. 
et al.; case 13506; order modified; p. 1191. 

Peerless Woolen Mills vs. Ala., Tenn. and 
Nor. et al.; case Rei report amended; 
p. 133; reopened, 

Peerless Woolen Mills % Ala., Tenn. and 
gg R. et al.; case 17345; case reopened; 
p. 

Peninsular Telephone Co. vs. Southern et 
al. _” 17512; effective date postponed; 
p. 

Peoria & Pekin Union, switching at Peoria, 
Ill., and nearby points; case 14534; effective 
date postponed; p. 134. 

Petroleum Oils Corp. et al. vs. Santa Fe 
et al.; case 16970 (and Sub. No. 1); order 
modified; pp. 472; 865, 1325, 1636. 

Peyton Packing Co. vs. A. & S. et al.; case 
15028; case reopened; p. 1325. 

Phillips Petroleum Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 14995; effective date extended; p. 1521. 

Phoenix Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. 
Santa Fe et al.; case 16742; case reopened; 
p. 473; and associated cases. 

Public Service Co. of Colorado vs. Union Pa- 
a" case 16893; reparation authorized; p. 


Ragland Coal Co. vs. Virginian et al.; case 
14498; case reopened; p. , 

Rio Grande Oil Co. vs. Arizona Eastern et 
al.; case 12783; case reopened; p. 472. 

Salt, between western and southwestern 
te; I. & S. 2414; order modified; p. 

Salt from New York points to eastern, New 
England and Canadian points; I & 
tom’ order modified; pp. 801, 1130, 1458, 


Shelton Gasoline Corp. vs. Wichita Falls, 
Ranger & Ft. Worth et al.; case 17476 (and 
Sub. 1); — vacated; p. 1521, report 
amended, p. 1586. 

Sinclair Refining Co. et al. vs. A. & W. et 
al.; case 15584; order modified; p. 801; and 
associated cases. 

Sioux City Concrete Pipe Co. vs. C. M. & 
St. P. et al.; case 9671; order reopened and 
vacated; p. 1046. 

Sioux Falls Live Stock Exchange et al. vs. 
— Fe et al.; case 15000, order modified; 
p. 4 

South Dakota Commission vs. C. & N. W. 
et boa case 16270; effective date postponed; 
p. 

South Dakota Commissioners vs. C. & N. W. 
et al.; case 16502; order modified; pp. "530, 
668, 800, 1192. 

Southern "Agricultural Chemical Corp. vs. Big 
gd et al.; case 15627; case reopened; p. 
Southland Cotton Oil Co. et al. vs. A. & V. 
et al.; case 15501; case reopened; p. 801. 
Southwestern Millers’ League et al. vs. Santa 
+ i al.; case 15037; order modified; p. 
Southwestern Milling Co., Inc., vs. Santa Fe 
et al.; case 16729; order modified; p. 278. 
Spanish River Pulp & Paper Mills, Ltd., et 
al. vs. A. & W. et al.; case 15916; order 

modified; pp. 668, 1192, "1458. 

Standard Underground Cable Co. vs. Lehigh 
Valley R. R.; case 12756; reparation au- 
thorized; p. 472. 

Superior Coal Co. vs. Director-General, as 
agent, Pittsburgh & West Virginia et al.; 
case 15367; order corrected; p. 278. 

Taylor Produce Co. vs. A. C. L. et al.; case 
17128; effective date postponed; p. 216. 
Texas Portland Cement Co. vs. Arkansas 
a et al.; case 16327; order modified; 

Dp. q 

Turpentine & Rosin Producers’ Assn. vs. 

A. & V. et al.; case 15543; case reopened; 


p. 76. 

United Paperboard Co., Inc., vs. Greenwich 
& Johnsonville, and Delaware & Hudson; 
case 13472; reparation authorized; p. 942. 

United States Finishing Co. vs. < d Haven; 
case 17127; reparation authorized; 215. 

United States War Department, Inland Wa- 
terways, Mississippi-Warrier Service vs. 
A. & S. et al.; case 11893; case reopened; 
p. 1000; and associated cases. 

Victor-American Fuel Co. et al. vs. Denver 
& Salt Lake et al.; case 14968; case re- 
opened; p. 76. 

Washington Building Lime Co. vs. Akron & 
Barberton Belt et al.; case 16170 (Sub. No. 
1); effective date postponed; p. 347; order 
modified; p. 529. 

Weights on carrots from Mississippi and 
Louisiana to northern, eastern and western 
points; I. & S. 2782; case reopened; p. 1046. 

West Coast Lumbermen’s Assn. et al. vs. 
B. & A., Director-General, as agent, et al.; 
case 8819; case reopened; p. 473. 
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West Virginia Pulp & Paper Co. vs. B. & O. 
et al.; case 14883 (and Sub. Nos. 1, + & 3); 
case reopened; p. 472. 

White Eagle Oil & Refining Co. vs. Santa 
736, RE case 17929; oder modified; pp. 

White Provision Co. vs. A. B. & es B. 2 
Bugg, receiver, et al.; case 16285 (and Sub. 
No. 1); report and order amended; pp. 215, 
668; reopened; p. 1521. 

Williamson-Halsell-Frazier Co. vs. cc ie 2S 
A Ss et al.; case 17685; order vacated; p. 

Wortham-Carter Publishing Co. et al. vs. 
Director-General, as agent, A. & W. et al.; 
case 12670; order amended; p. 1046; and 
associated cases. 


Misbilling; p. 610 (see also Bills of Lading). 


MISCELLANEOUS DECISIONS 


a ny ee Utilities Commission (R. 
p. 

Alabama & berg: Ry. Co. vs. J. & E. Ry. 

Co. (Miss.); p. 539. 

Allen et al. vs. New 7, P. & N. R. R. 
Co. et al. (Fed. Ct.); { 

American Ry. Express. 0. vs. Holm, Secre- 
tary of State (Minn.); p. 418. 

Anderson, J. a Lumber Co. vs. Davis, 
Director General of Railroads, etc. (S. 
Dak.); p. 1257. 

Arizona vs. Smith (Ariz.}; p. 805. 

Atlantic Coast Line R. R. Co. vs. Standard 
Oil Co. of Kentucky (Fed. Ct.); p. 537. 

Avent vs. United States (Fed. Ct.); p. 223. 

Ayers, F. C., Mercantile Co. vs. Union Pa- 
cific R. R. Co. et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 538. 

Barton et al. vs. Jarvis et al. (Ky.); p. 1001. 

Bennett Bros. vs. Public Utilities Commis- 
sion of Ohio (Ohio); p. 1257. 

Black & White Taxicab & Transfer Co. vs. 
Brown & Yellow Taxicab & Transfer Co. 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 135. 

i Co. vs. Marshall et al. (Ohio); 
p. bs 

Brimstone R. R. & Canal Co. vs. United 
States et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 875. 

Brownwood North & South Ry. Co. vs. Rail- 
— ‘ rcs of Texas et al. (Fed. Ct.); 
p. q 

Campbell Coal & Coke Co. vs. Pennsylvania 
R. R. Co. (Pa.); p. 537. 

agg Pacific Ry. Co. vs. Meier (Ohio); 
p. 

Central of Goon Ry. Co. vs. City Supply 
Co. (Ga.); 135. 

Central Ohio "ena Co. vs. Public Utilities 
Commission of Ohio (Ohio); p. 2 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy R. R. "Co. vs. 
Evans (Mo.); p. 224. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Ry. Co. vs. 
Public Service Commission of Missouri 
(Mo.); p. 23. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Ry. Co. vs. 
State et al. (Okla.); pp. 539, 745. 

Cincinnati Northern R. R. Co. et al. vs. 
——— Commission of Ohio (Ohio); 
Pp. & 

Columbus, D. & M. Electric Co. vs. Public 
— Commission of Ohio (Ohio); p. 


Columbus Ry., Power & Light Co. vs. Public 
Se Commission of Ohio (Ohio); p. 


Commonwealth vs. McFarlane (Mass.); 83. 

Continental Securities Co. vs. Michigan ten 
tral R. R. Co. et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 537. 

Conwell vs. se et al., Kell vs. Coellis et 
al. (W. Va.); 

Craig vs. Public Utilities Commission of 
Ohio (Ohio); p. 538. 

Criggen & Stepp vs. Allen (Ky.); p. 1406. 

Detroit Terminal R. R. Co. vs. Pennsylvania- 
Detroit R. R. Co. et al (Fed. Ct.); p. 135. 

Devuona vs. Muller et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 476. 

—. = of Railroads vs. Ford (N. 

Darsebee- Generel of Railroads, etc., vs 
Hampton Stave Co. (Ark.); p. 1194. 

Director-General 7 [Railroads vs. McCor- 
mack (N. H.); p. 

Doeppenschmidt ‘% sity of New Braunfels 
et al (Tex.); p. 

Dryden fA kL oar ccrub et al. vs. Depart- 
ae of Public Works of Washington et 

(Wash.); p. 805. 
Dyer .? al. eat Virginia Ry. & Power Co 
a. 

El Paso ba al, vs. Look et al. (Tex.); 286. 

Film Transport Co. vs. Michigan Bublic 
— Commission et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 


—a et al. vs. Big Four Bus Lines (Ky.); 

PD. 

Hester et al. vs. Arkansas R. R. Commission 
(Ark.); p. 83. 

Hines, Edward, Yellow Pine Trustees vs. 
Davis, Director-General of Railroads and 
agent of the President (Miss.); p. 806. 

Hover, W. A. & Co. vs. D. & R. G. W. R. R. 
Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1257. 

ies Lauderdale Cotton Mills (Ala.); 


p. \ 
Illinois et al. vs. Illinois Central R. R. Co. 
et al. (Ills.); p. 1335. 





Illinois Central R. R. Co. vs. Van Dusen, 
Harrington Co. (Minn.); p. 1257. 

International Products Co. vs. Erie R. R. 
Co. (N. Y.); p. 1194. 

Interstate Commerce ng gy vs. United 
States ex rel + Dodge, D. M. & S. R. R. 
Co. (Fed. Ct.); ey 

Jeanneret vs. C. & Q. R. R. Co. (Fed. 
Ct.); p. 1335. 

Jones ‘et al. vs. A. & W. R. R. Co. (N. C.); 
Dp 

Knickerbocker Fuel Co. vs. Mellon, Director- 
— of Railroads, etc. (Fed. Ct.); p. 

Krauss Bros, Lumber Co. vs. Mellon, Di- 
rector-General of Railroads, et al. (Fed. 
Ct.); p. 1527. 

Lake Shore Electric Railway Co. vs. Public 
Utilities Commission of Ohio, and thirteen 
‘other cases (Ohio); i = 

Lee vs. State (Ga.); p. 

Louisiana vs. Morgan’ s ‘déulsiana, s Texas 

R. & S. S. Co. (Fed. Ct.); 

Lykins vs. Public Utilities AS. of 
Ohio (Ohio); P 223. 

Mathieson Alkali Works, Inc., vs. N. & W. 
Ry. Co. et al. es p. 1335. 

Michigan Central R. Co, vs. I. M. Part- 
ridge Lumber Co. (ied. Ct.); p. 1144. 
a". Limestone & Chemical Co. vs. D. 

& M. Ry. Co. (Mich.); p. 1335. 

Miller, i. Revenue Agent vs. Illinois Cen- 
tral R. R. Co. (Miss.); p. 1001. 

Missouri Pacific % Co. vs. Red Star Milling 
Co. (Kans.); p. 286. 

Morris et al. vs. Town of West pow York, 
and five other cases (N. J.); p. 805. 

Nekoosa Edwards Paper Co. ‘et al. vs. Rail- 
Hoy Commission of Wisconsin (Wis.); p. 


Netherlands American Mortgage Bank vs. 
—* Railway & Lumber Co. (Wash.); 


Dp 

New York Central R. R. Co. vs. Conlin Bus 
Lines, Inc. (Mass.); p. 1068. 

New York Central R. R. Co. vs. Public Utili- 
ties Commission of Ohio and nine other 
cases (Ohio); p. 7 

New York Central R. R. Co. vs. Public Utili- 
ties Commission of Ohio (Ohio); p. 1335. 

Ohio ex rel Public Utilities Commission of 
sag nag N. ¥. Cent. BR. KR. Co. (Ohio); 
p. bs 

Oregon-Washington R. R. & Nav. Co. et al. 
vs. Corey et al (Ore.); p. 805. 

Oyler et al. vs. C. C. GC. & St. L Ry. Co. 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 538. 

Passaic Atheria Bus Co., Inc., vs. Consoli- 
dated Bus Lines, Inc. (N. J.); p. 223 


Pennsylvania R. R. Co. vs. Carolina Port- 
land Cement Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 669. 


Pennsylvania R, R. Co. vs. Kentucky Pub- 
lic Elevator Co. (Ky.); p. 418. 


Pennsylvania R. R. Co. vs. Public Utilities 
Commission of Ohio, and eight other cases 
(Ohio); p. 1194. 


Fusion ys. Public Service Transp. Co. (N. J.); 

p. . 

Pipestone vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co. et al. 
(Minn.); p. 1470. 

Postal Telegraph Cable Co. vs. Railroad Com- 
mission of California et al. (Calif.); p. 1194. 

Rahway Valley R. R. Co. vs. Board of Public 
aa Commissioners et al. (N. J.); p. 

Ramsey et al. vs. Public Utilities Commis- 
sion of Ohio (Ohio); p. 476. 

Red Top Cab Co. vs. McGlashing et al. 
(Iowa); p. 1647. 

Reynolds Taxi Co. vs. Hudson, Judge, Bart- 
_— et al. vs. Hudson, Judge (W. Va.); p. 


St. Louis Connecting R. R. Co. vs. Blumberg 
et al. (Ills.); p. 1527. 

Scioto Valley Railway & Power Co. vs 
ee Utilities Commission of Ohio (Ohio) ; : 


Seaboara Air Line Ry. Co. vs. Trask (Ga.); 


p 
Shambe vs. D. & H. R. R. Co. (Pa.); 612. 
Shepherd, w. L., Lumber Co, vs. ‘sPlantic 
Coast Line R. R. Co. (Ala.); p. 1470. 
Sisters of Providence of St. ‘Mary’ s of the 


a vs. Lower Vein Coal Co. (Ind.); p 


Smith et al. vs. South Carolina State High- 
way Commission (S. C.); p. 745. 

a Co. vs. C. & N. C. Ry. Co. (Ga.); 
Dp 

Sohngen vs. Public Utilities Commission of 
Ohio (Ohio); p. 476. 

Southern Ohio Public Service Co. vs. Public 
-_— Commission of Ohio (Ohio); p. 


Southern Pacific Co. vs. Lothrop; Spoke, P. 
& S. Ry. Co. vs. Same; Oregon-Washington 
it. R. & Nav. Co. vs. Same (Fed. Ct.); p 

Southern Ry. Co. vs. Shealy et al. (Fed. Ct.); 
p. 1647. 

Sprout vs. City of South Bend (Ind.); 355. 

Staten Island Rapid Transit Ry., in re Belair 
mg a Bay St. Crossings (Fed. Ct.); 
p. 14 

Staten Island Rapid Transit Ry. Co. vs. 
Public Service Commission of State of New 
York et al., and three other cases (Fed. 
Ct.); p. 476. 

Strong vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. (Kans.); 
p. 1257. 





Sumner-Tacoma Stage Co. vs. Department 
of Public pee of Washington et al. 
(Wash.); p. 1194. 

Swift & Co. vs. New York Central R. R. Co. 
et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 415. 

Tennessee ex rel Lewis vs. 
(Tenn.); p. 806. 

Trescot Transfer Co. vs. Sawyer, Chief 
apnway Commissioner et al. (S. C.); p. 


Trustees Corporation, Ltd., vs. K. C., M. & 
O. R. R. Co. et al., and four other cases 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 1647. 

United States vs. D. & R. G. W. R. R. Co. 
et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 538. 

United States vs. Northern Pacific Ry. Co. 
et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1470. 

United ag Finishing Co. vs. N. Y., N. H. 
& H. . Co. (R. L.); p. 83. 

‘widen png " Coplan ink 611. 

Waco vs. Grimes et al. inex.) p. 418. 

Warren, S. D. Co. vs. Maine Central R. R. 
Co. (Me.); p. 476. 

Warren-Salem Coach Line Co. vs. Public 
ee Commission of Ohio (Ohio); p. 

Washburn Goat Co. Ne Northern Pacific 

Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 418. 

oF Ta Wegner vs. Murphy et al., State 

Bet: p . Railroad Commissioners (Ss. 
a. > Pp. 

weet of al. a Western Maryland Dairy 

Western Weighing & Inspection Bureau et 
al. vs. Armstrong (Tex.); p. 224. 

Williams Meyer et al. vs. —” Coast 
Line R. R. Co. (Fed. Ct.); 875. 

World Publishing Co. vs. Tevie, agent; Tulsa 
Paper Co. vs. Same, Democrat Printing 
Co. vs. Same (Fed. Ct.); p. 415. 


McLemore 





Mississippi-Warrior barge line; pp. 36, 62, 227, 


228, 291, 362, 395, ges. oy 520, 630, "58 753, 
856, 1343, 1492, 1523 1574 

Molasses, rates on, ete.; : Dp. 246. 

—. J. C.; Supreme Court sidesteps; p. 


Moore, A. G. T.; co-operative rate making; 
6. 1271 (correction, p. 1312), address to 
Southern Pine Association; p. 785. 

Morgan, Frank P.; need for trained traffic 
men; p. 1012. 

Motor vehicle investigation (see also Trucks 
and Busses); pp. 21, 676. 

Motor vehicle regulation (see also Trucks and 
Busses); pp. 750, 807, 1066, 1474. 

National Association of Railroad and Utilities 
Commissioners; bulletins, etc.; pp. 38, 82, 442, 
589, 591, 855, 746, 1632. 


National Industrial Conference Board; p. 1202. 
National Industrial Traffic League; bulletins, 
etc.; 38, 150, 613, 924, 1526, 1582, 1612. 


Navigation functions of Department of Com- 
merce; p. 158. 

Newton pill; pp. 504, 613 ae 

New York freight trans er; 1573. 

New York Harbor facilities eaieetton: p. 158. 

New York Merchants’ Association; pp. 1070, 


1200. 
Now, — Port Authority; pp. 88, 486, 551, 630, 
New, Yo — Shippers’ Conference; pp. 296, 440, 
New York state barge canal; p. 152. 
en J. V.3 rate making and politics; p. 
7 
Nursery stock, rates on etc.; p. 176. 
Ocean shipping conferences; pp. 26, 295, 297, 
370, 421, 485, 551, 620, 753, 949, 1016. 


Ocean shipping rates; pp. 26, 86, 157, 229, 681, 
295, 370, 421, 485, 550, 618, 15. 816, 883, 948, 
751, 1014, 1646, 1069, 1146, 1199, 1201, 1273, 
1274, 1339, 1418, 1490, 1530, 1600, 1660. 

Ocean shipping services; pp. 87, 102, 157, 231, 
372, 552, 885, 1016, 1273, 1340, 1420. 

Ocean shipping statistics; pp. 296, 297, 370, 
423, 486, 618, 684, 886, 1016, 1150, 1201, 
1420, 1531, 1664 

O’Fallon recapture case decision (see Excess 
Income); p. 933. 

Operating oe pp. 22, 358, 614, 632, 968, 
1152, 1362, 1430, 48. 

Packing of freight: pp. 300, 1286, 1340, 1530, 
1600, 1658, 7. 

Panama Canal; p. 155, 372, 422, 486, 620, 
753, 815, 1016, 1072, thor 1340, 1420; 1664. 

Pan-American conference: p. 1274. 

Paper, rates on, etc.; pp. ‘176, 866. 

Passenger fares, etc.; pp. 268, 328, 368, 560, 
590, 614, 803, 1430, 1446. 

Perishable Protective Services; series by G. 
Lloyd Wilson; PP, * 289, 419, 541, 679, 809, 
952, 5082, 1203, 1337 

Petroleum and its products; rates etc.; pp. 9, 
20, 82, 124, 139, 197, 277, 339, 354, 410. 522, 
532, 572, 592 649, 650, 670, 853, 855, 926, 742, 
988, 1109, 1142, 1181, 1244, 1311, 1384, 1468, 
1523, 1524, 1525, 1530. 

Pipe lines, rates, etc.; pp. 410, 1003. 

Philadelphia traction plans; p. 459. 

Pirie, C. B.; elimination of waste; p. 638. 

Pool trains: p 182. 

Port torent ‘charges; p pp. 855, 883, 1340, 1531. 

mg" services, rates, rulings, jegisiation, etc.; 

27, 38, 88, 230, 300, 354, 368, 373, 423, 
440, "96, "492, 532 553, 603, 614, 620, 622, 671, 
682, 702, 815, 886, 949, 751, 1022, 1072, 1108, 
1110, 1164, 1201, 1274, 1360, "1533, 1602, 1664. 
Poultry, rates on; pp. 1582, 1642. 
Premises, railroad, defined; p. 1478. 





ng 


27, 
53, 


ties 
442, 


202. 
ins, 


158. 
070, 
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Procedure in formal cases, modification of; 

pp. 110, 134, 282, 354, 404, 532, 592. 
Proportional vs. through rates; trunk line pro- 
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PROPOSED REPORTS OF I. C. C. 


Acme Brick Co. vs. C. R. I. & P. et al.; 
case 19123; p. 1637. 

Acme Brick Co. vs. H. & T. Cent. et al.; 
case 18447; p. 735. 

Acme Coal Co. et al. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 18514; p. 997. 

Acorn Lumber Co. vs. Director-General, as 
agent, Grand Trunk Pacific et al.; case 
16267; p. 1187. 

Airis, A. J., Estate vs. C. M. & St. P.; case 
19005; p. 872. 

Albemarle Paper Mfg. Co. vs. R. F. & P. 
et al.; case 18313; p. 19. 

ae R. Co. vs. A. C. L.; case 18866; 
p. 1584. 

Alfalfa Growers’ Exchange vs. Arizona 
Eastern et al.; case 18310 (Also Butler’s 
Feed Mills et al. vs. Arizona Eastern et al.; 
case 18695); p. 872. 

Allied Packers, Inc. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 18490; p. 1516. 

Alton Mercantile Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 17808; p. 280. | 

Aluminum Co. of America vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 18844; p. 1051. 

American Cyanamid Co. vs. Mich. Cent, et 
al.; case 17961; p. 74. 

American Feed Mfrs. Assn. et al. vs. A. & S. 
et al.; case 16510; p. 73. 

American Foundry Co. vs. Pennsylvania; 
case 18634; p. 604. 

American National Live Stock Association 
et al. vs. Oregon-Washington R. R. & Nav. 
et al.; case 15052; p. 799. 

American Rolling Mill Co. vs. Pennsylvania 
et al.; case 18668; p. 1058. 

American Smelting & Refining Co. et al. vs. 
A. T. & §S. F. et al.; case 19326; p. 1252. 
American Sugar Refining Co. vs. A. C. L. 

et al.; case 17427; p. 1188. 

American Tripoli Co. vs. A. T. & S. F.; 
case 18172; p. 470. 

American Wringer Co. vs. N. Y., N. H. & H. 
et al.; case 18929; p. 1519. 

American Zine Products Co. vs. St. L.-S. F. 
et al.; case 18690; p. 1397. 

Ames Shovel & Tool Co. vs. New Haven et 
al.; case 18572; p. 735. 

Ames Shovel & Tool Co. vs. Wabash et al.; 
case 18388; p. 1128. p 

Amicon Fruit Co. et al. vs. A. & V. et al.; 
case 17932; p. 1188. 

Anderson, W. O., Commission Co. et al. vs. 
A. & V. et al.; case 18086; p. 279. 

Anderson Lumber Co. vs. Nor. Pac. et al.; 
case 18436; p. 19. 

Andrews Bros. et al. vs. Pennsylvania et al.; 
case 18732; p. 1051. 


Arkansas Light & Power Co. vs. A. & S. et 
al.; case 18918; p. 1054. 

Arkansas Tie & Timber Co. vs. St. L.-S. F.; 
case 19172; p. 1461. 

a © Co. vs. A. C. L. et al.; case 18432; 
p. a 

Armstrong Cork Co. vs. A. C. & Y. et al.; 
case 18233; p. 732. 

Artemus-Jellico R. R. Co. vs. L. & N. et al.; 
case 17722; p. 470. 


Ash, Charles S., vs. C. R. I & P. et al; 
case 18321; p. 405. 

Atlantic Fruit Co., Inc., et al. vs. Florida 
East Coast; case 18656; p. 1055. 

Atlantic Refining Co. vs. Pennsylvania et al.; 
case 18737; p. 470. 

Atlas Metal Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; case 
18684; p. 737. 

Atwood Davis Sand Co. et al. vs. C. & N. 
W. et al.; case 16747; (Sub. No. 2); (Also 
Wisconsin Lime & Cement Co. vs. C. & 
N. W.; case 17469); p. 604. 

Augusta Cotton Exchange et al. vs. Ga. & 
Fla. et al.; case 16527 and associated cases; 


Dp. 72. 

Austin Powder Co. vs. W. & L. E. et al.; 
Case 18464; p. 872. 

Aycock-Holley Lumber Co. vs. A. C. L,; 
case 18832; p. 1054. 

Babcock & Wilcox Co. vs. Pennsylvania et 
al.; case 19138; p. 1520. 

Badger Lumber & Coal Co. et al. vs. A. T. 
& S. F. et al.; case 18501; p. 997. 

Badger Lumber & Coal Co. vs. Santa Fe 
et al.; case 18399; p. 940. 

Badger Radio Co. vs. C. & N. W. et al.; case 
19045; p. 1128. 

Bailey, Edward G., et al. vs. B. & M. et al.; 
Case 18545; p. 1584. 

Baker Ice Machine Co., Inc., vs. C. & N. W. 
et al.; case 19178; p. 1396. 

Balish Brothers vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 
18704; p. 1251. 

Bangor & Aroostook vs. American Ry. Asso- 
ciation et al.; case 17849; p. 1515. 

Barker Bros. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 
18036; p. 471. 
arker Bros., Inc., vs. Mich. Cent. et al.; 
Case 18459; p. 605. 
arker, John F., Produce Co. et al. vs. 
Arizona Eastern et al.; case 18271; p. 1251. 





Barker, John F., Produce Co. et al. vs. Ariz. 
Eastern et al.; case 18332; p. 75. 

Barnsdall Refineries, Inc., et al. vs. C. R. L 
& P. et al.; case 18337; p. 18. 

Barrett Co. vs. Director-General, Pennsyl- 
vania et al.; case 12550; p. 734 

Batey-Fleming Co. et al. vs. S..A. L. et al.; 
case 19009; p. 1188. 

Batson-Cook Co. vs. Chattahoochee Valley 
et al.; case 18175; p. 731. 

Baxter, J. H., & Co. vs. Sou. Pac. Co.; case 
16686; p. 214. 

Bayly-Thompson Co. vs. Minnesota Atlantic 
Transit Co. et al.; case 19073; p. 1518. 

Beaman Elevator Co. vs. C. & N. W. et al.; 
case 19106; p. 1253. 

Beatrice Creamery Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. 
et al.; case 17451; p. 467. 

Beatrice Creamery Co. vs. L. & N.; case 
13432; p. 1054, 

Beaumont Iron Works et al. vs. GC. & 
S. F. et al.; case 18795 (and a sub-number, 
eer Machinery & Supply Co. vs. Same); 
p. k 

Beaumont Lumber Co. vs. C. R. IL & P. 
et al.; case 18530; p. 800. 

Beaver Products Co., Inc., vs. C. & O. et al.; 
case 18638; p. 349. 

Bennett, De Russey J. vs. Mich. Cent. et al.; 
case 18845; p. 872. 

Berry, James E., Sons’ Co., Inc., vs. B. & 
& O. et al.; case 17108; p. 998. 

Berthold & Jennings Lumber Co. et al. vs. 
— & Lake Erie et al.; case 18445; 
p. 17. 

Bertrand Lumber Co., Ltd., vs. Ala. Gt. Sou. 
et al.; case 18919; p. 800. 

Bismarck Association of Commerce of Bis- 
marck, N. D., et al. vs. C. & N. W. et al.; 
case 18675; p. 1055. 

Birmingham (Ala.) Traffic Association vs. 

. & N. et al.; case 18766; p. 1055. 

Blair, J. R., et al. vs. C. C. C. & St. L. et al.; 
case 17806; p. 799. 

Bloom, J. F., & Co. vs. Director-General, as 
agent, et al.; case 12556; p. 18. 

Boldt, Charles, Paper Mills Co. vs. L. & N. 
et al.; case 18117; p. 74. 

Bona-Allen, Inc., vs. Southern; case 18522; 
p. 1053. 

Boston Wool Trade Association et al. vs. 
Androscoggin & Kennebec et al.; case 
18665; p. 1323. 

Bourgoin, J. P., & Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; 
case 18159; p. 872. 

Bowman, S. H., Lumber Co. vs. Ill. Cent.; 
case 18960; p. 1055. 

Boyle Commission Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; 
case 17348; p. 279. 

Brabston, Henry G., vs. Ala. Gt. Sou. et al.; 

case 18895; p. 1518. 


a. Henry G., vs. L. & N.; case 19182; 

Dp. . 

Bradston, Henry G., vs. Southern et al.; 
case 18462; p. 734. 


Brandon & McCarney et al. vs. A. T. & S. 
F. et al.; case 18082; p. 18. 

Brennan & Corrigan, Inc., vs. C. & A. et al.; 
case 18733; p. 470. 

Brilliant Sand Co. et al. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 19006; p. 1584. 

Brownyard, F. W., vs. Union Pacific et al.; 
case 18174; p. 729. 

Brunswick-Balke-Collender Co., Inc., vs. B. 
& O. et al.; case 18510; p. 870. 

Brunswick-Balke-Collender Co. vs. Pere 
Marquette et al.; case 18731 (also Same vs. 
Mich. Cent. et al.; case 18872); p. 727. 

Brunswick (Ga.) Traffic Bureau vs. A. C. L. 
et al.; case 18637; p. 1054. 

Buffalo Brick Co. vs. C. & N. W. et al.; case 
18350; p. 19. 

Burger Bros. Co, vs. A. & B. B. et al.; case 
18755; p. 1188. 

Butler Brothers et al. vs. A. & R. et al.; 
case 18739; p. 1252. 

Cabot, Godfrey L., Inc., vs. C. M. & St. P. 
et al.; case 18322; p. 71. 

Caldwell & Taylor vs. C. R. I. & G. et al.; 
case 18563; p. 470. 

California Packing Corp. vs. Sou. Pac. et 
al.; case 18274; p. 212. 

California Peach & Fig Growers vs. Santa 
Fe et al.; case 18477; p. 1053. 

California White & Sugar Pine Manufac- 
turers’ Assn. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 
18151; p. 727. 

Calkins, Augsburg & Mikan vs. Mich. Cent.; 
case 18768; p. 736. 

Campbell River Mills, Ltd., vs. C. M. & St. 
P, and its receivers; case 18298; p. 738. 
—_ vs. Ann Arbor et al.; case 18139; 

p. ’ 

Caruso, G., & Co. vs. C. & E. I. et al.; case 
15220; p. 1396. 

Casterline, Ira, Inc., vs. Erie et al.; case 
18815; p. 1058. 

a Co. vs. A. & W. et al.; case 17514; 
Dp. s 

eng Co. vs. A. C. & Y. et al.; case 17544; 
p. 3 

Chadwick Coal Yard Co. et al. vs. N. Y., 
N. H. & H. et al.; case 17984; p. 18. 

Chapman-Price Steel Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 19010; p. 1253. 

Charleston (S. C.) Traffic Bureau vs. A. & 
R. et al.; case 18518; p. 1189. 
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6 Co. vs. A. C. L. et al.; case 18820; 

Dp. 5 

Chattanooga Boiler & Tank Co. vs. Ala. Gt. 
Sou. et al.; case 18450; p. 734, 

Chattanooga Wheelbarrow Co. vs. N. C. & 
St. L. et al.; case 16888; p. 405. 

Cherokee Mills et al vs. M. L. & T. R. R. & 
S. S. Co. et al.; case 18206; p. 1126. 

Chevrolet Motor Co. of Mich. vs. C. R. L & 
P. et al.; case 18556; p. 528. 

Chevrolet Motor Co. of St. Louis et al. vs. 
B. & O. et al.; case 15595; p. 406. 

Chevrolet Motor Co. of St. Louis vs. Santa 
Fe et al.; case 18629; p. 408. 

Chicago Board of Trade vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 15511; p. 604. 

Chicago Granatine Manufacturing Co. vs. 
Ill. Cent.; case 18475; p. 349. 

Chicago Heights, Manufacturers’ Ass’n of, 
vs. Chicago Heights Terminal Transfer R. 
R. Co. et al.; case 18710; p. 529. 

Chicago Live Stock Exchange vs. B. & O. 
et al.; case 18694; p. 1190. 

Chicago Mica Co. et al. vs. C. & E. I. et al.; 
case 18628; p. 528. 

Chicago, Wilmington & Franklin Coal Co. 
vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; case 18974; p. 1520. 
Cincinnati Coal Co. vs. C. & O. et al.; case 

18012; p. 211. 

Clay County Crushed Rock Co. et al. vs. A. 
T. & S. F. et al.; case 18908; p. 1459, and 
associated cases. 

Clayton-Murnan Live Stock Co. vs. C. B. & 
Q. et al.; case 18277; p. 405. 

Cleveland-Akron Bag Co. vs. Cent. of Ga. 
et al.; case 18652; p. 349. 

Clinchfield Coal Corp. vs. C. C. & O. (Atlantic 
Coast Line and Louisville & Nashville, 
lessees) et al.; case 17520; p. 667. 

Cline & Bernheim, Inc., vs. C. & N. W. 
et al.; case 18224; p. 279. 

Cliquot Club Co. et al. vs. A. C. L. et al.; 
case 18207 (also National Mineral Water 
and Beverage Association vs. B. & @. 
et al.; case 18969); p. 1396. 

Cohen, Louis, & Son vs. Cent. of N. J. et 
al.; case 18683; p. 349. 

Cohen, Louis, & Son vs. D. & H. et al.; case 
18644; p. 212. 


Colorado & New Mexico Coal Operators’ As- 
sociation vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 
18211; p. 1249. 

Colorado Portland Cement Co. vs. Santa Fe 
et al.; case 18252; p. 209. 

Columbia Mills, Inc., vs. Spokane, Portland 
& Seattle et al.; case 19051; p. 1585. 

Columbus Bolt Works Co. vs. Pennsylvania 
et al.; case 18901; p. 735. 

Commodity rates between points in Central 
territory; I. & S. 2060 and 2072; p. 467. 

Community Service Station Co. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; case 18460; p. 736. 


Conley Foil Co., Inc., vs. Eastern S. S. 
Lines, Inc., et al.; case 18507; p. 667. 

Consolidated Lumber Co. vs. Lehigh Valley; 
case 18980; p. 730. 


Continental Rubber Works vs. N. Y., C. & 
St. L. et al.; case 18762; p. 605. 

Cotton States Fertilizer Co. vs. A. B. & A. 
et al.; case 18788; p. 1128. 

Crook, Son, & Co. vs. Pennsylvania et al.; 
case 18759; p. 872. 

Crook, Son, & Co. vs. Pere Marquette et al.; 
case 18859; p. 871. 

Cross-Bodine Lumber Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 18343; p. 733; and a sub-number, 
Louisiana Red Cypress Co. of New Orleans 
vs. Same. 

Crown Willamette Paper Co. vs. Nor. Pac. 
et al.; case 18232; p. 406. 

Crown Willamette Paper Co. vs. Western 
eines Co. et al.; case 16064; p. 

Cudahy Packing Co. et al. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 18564; p. 738. 

Cumings Brothers, Inc., vs. Wabash et al.; 
case 18703; p. 736. 

Cynthiana Construction Co. vs. L. & N.; 
case 18585, sub. No. 1; p. 529. 

Dallas Paper Co. vs. T. & N. O. et al.; case 
18789; p. 735. 

Danzer, William, & Co. vs. Southern et al.; 
case 18987; p. 1189. 

Darling & Co. vs. New York Central et al.; 
case 18237; p. 407. 

Davies & Thomas Co. vs. Cent. of N. J. et 
al.; case 18439; p. 214. 

Delano, W. J., vs. St. L.-S. F. et al.; case 
18784; p. 734. , 

Des Moines, Greater, Committee, Inc., vs. 
A. & W. et al.; case 18215; p. 213. 

Detmer, Bruner & Mason, Inc., vs. Bush 
Terminal et al.; case 18427; p. 349. 

Dodge County Lumber Co. vs. A. C. L. et 
al.; case 18799; p. 1459. 

Domstic Milling Co. et al. vs. C. & A. et al.; 
case 18729; p. 1056. 

Drake Produce Co. vs. Florida East Coast 
et al.; case 18972; p. 1054. 

Dyer Brothers vs. Mo. Pac. et al.; case 
18543; p. 405. 

Dykstra, J. W., & Co. vs. C. M. & St. P.j 
case 18777; p. 667. 

Eastern Shore of Virginia Produce Exchange 
vs. Pennsylvania; case 16707; p. 209. 

Eblin & Co. vs. N. C. & St. L. et al.; case 
18674; p. 279. ‘ 
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Eddy Paper Corp. vs. N. & W. et al.; case 
18651; p. 738. 

Edgerton & Beers, Inc., vs. A. C. L.; case 
18014; p. 130. 

Edgerton Manufacturing Co. vs. A. & R. 
et al.; case 18911; p. 1188. 

El] Dorado, Ark., Chamber of Commerce et 
al. vs. Arkansas Railroad et al.; case 
18509; p. 799. 

Eldorado Refining Co. vs. A. T. & S. F.; 
case 18780; p. 1251. 

Electric Service Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
case 18047; p. 19. 

Elliott, Jones & Co., Inc., vs. A. & W. P. 
et al.; case 18398; p. 405. 

Empire Refineries et al. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 18028; p. 280. 

Enoch Lumber & Manufacturing Co. vs. Il. 
Cent, et al.; case 18763; p. 872. 

Erie Railroad Co. et al. vs. C. & N. W. et 
al.; case 18055; p. 868. 

Evans, John F., doing business as The City 
Fuel Co., vs. Ill. Cent. et al.; case 18496; 
p. 1520. 

Express Publishing Co. vs. G. H. & S. A.; 
case 17985; p. 736. 

E Z Opener Bag Co. vs. Erie; case 19105; 
p. 1055. 

Fall River Chamber of Commerce vs. N. Y., 
N. H. & H.; case 18798; p. 730. 

Federal Can Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
case 18021; p. 470. 

Federated Compress & Warehouse Co. et al. 
vs. Ala. Gt. Sou. et al.; case. 18826; p. 1128. 

Federated Metals Corp. vs. Cent. of N. J. 
et al.; case 18720; p. 667. 

Federated Metals Corp..vs. Cent of N. J. 
et al.; case 18421; p. 871. 

Federated Metals Corp. vs. Ill. Cent. et al.; 
case 18426; p. 1515. 

Fena, John, vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 18727 
and three sub- numbers; p. 1055. 

Finch Brothers vs. C. St. P. M. & O. et al.; 
case 18033; p. 214. 

fFleenor Office Furniture Co. vs. C. C. C. 
& St. L. et al.; case 18673; p. 1251. 


Florida Commission vs. A. & R. et al.; case 
. 16989; p. 210. 

Florman Manufacturing Co. vs. C. R. I. & 
P. et al.; case 18767; p. 800. 

Flory & Albers et al. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 18492; p. 405. 

Flynn, Welch & Yates vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 18991; p. 1520. 


Folberth Auto Specialty Co. vs. New York 
Central et al.; case 17478; p. 1251. 

Folger, J. A., & Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
case 18182; p. 214. 


Forcum, James, Lumber & Cooperage Co. 
vs. Ill. Cent.; case 18592; p. 471. 


Fowler Commission Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et 
al.; case 18539; p. 797. 

Frank, William, et al. vs. A. C. L. et al.; 
case 18700; p. 1396. 


Freeby, George E., vs. A. C. L. et al.; case 
18029; p. 871. 

Freeby, George E., vs. Seaboard Air Line 
et al.; case 18698; p. 735. 


Freeby, George E., vs. Seaboard Air Line 
et al.; case 18728; p. 872. 

Fruen Grain Co. vs. La Crosse & South- 
eastern et al.; case 19030; p. 940. 

Fullerton Lumber Co. vs. C. & O. et al.; 
case 18659; p. 1637. 

Fulton, G. A., vs. Northwestern Pacific et 
al.; case 18868; p. 1053. 

Galveston Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. 
A. & S. et al.; case 18428 (also Oklahoma 
Corporation Commission vs. A. & S. et 
al.; case 14150); p. 1397. 

Gamble & Stockton Co. et al. vs. A. B. & 
A. et al.; case 18897; p. 1129. 

General Sprayer Co. vs. A. B. & A. et al.; 
case 18519; p. 1054. 

Gibson Oil Co. vs. Ark. West. et al.; case 
18336; p. 731. 

Globe Machine & Stamping Co. vs. New 
York Cent. et al.; case 19158; p. 1637. 

Grain and grain products from Colorado, 
Kansas and Nebraska to Gulf ports for 
export; I. and S. No. 2813; p. 869. 

Grasselli Powder Co. vs. C. C. C. & St. L. 
et al.; case 18971; p. 1129. 

Griess, Pfleger Tanning Co. vs. Cent. Vt. 
et al.; case 18631; p. 736. 

Gulf Trading Co., Inc., et al. vs. A. & N. W. 
et al.; case 18401; p. 731. 

Gum Motor Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 
18363; p. 471. 

Gypsy a Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 
18166; 213. 

Hal Oil Co, oal.w A. TT. & SF. et ab; 
case 17597; p. 1057. 

Harding Glass Co. vs. Mo. Pac. et al.; case 
18827; p. 737. 

Harlan-Elzey-Randall Co. et al. vs. A. T. 
& S. F. et al.; case 17613; p. 212. 

Harper, Ed., et al. vs. Ann Arbor et al.; 
case 18529; p. 471. 

ap vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; case 18949; 
p. 3 

Herman Oak Leather Co. vs. Cent. of Ga. 
et al.; case 18525; p. 349. 

Hill, Walter, Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 15084; p. 280. 

Hires, Charles E., Co. vs. A. C. & Y. et al.; 
case 18533; p. 798. 








Hoboken Manufacturers’ R. R. Co. vs. A. T. 
& S. F. et al.; case 18672; p. 867. 

Holland Furnace Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; case 
18235; p. 605. 

Holland Furnace Co. vs. E. J. & E. et al.; 
case 18236; p. 798. 

Holmquist Lumber & Fuel Co. vs. C. & A. 
et al.; case 18664; p. 737. 

Holt Co. of Texas vs. C. R. lL. & P.; case 
17698; p. 737. 

Houston Cotton Exchange and Board of 
ig al. vs. A. & S. et al.; case 14346; 
p. . 

Houston Lighting & Power Co. vs. A. C. & 
Y. et al.; case 18636; p. 1251. 

Howard Stove hg Furnace Co. vs. C. B. & Q.; 
case 19206; p. 1585. 

Hudson Valley Coke & pveGuste Corp. vs. B. 
& M. et al.; case 18387; p. 469. 

Hudson Valley Coke & Products Corp. vs. 
New Haven; case 18386; p. 213. 

Hudson & Thompson et al. vs. N. I. & N. 
et al.; case 17117 (also Florence Chamber 
of Commerce vs. A. & V. et al.; case 
17032); p. 604. 

Humble Oil & Refining Co. va. C. & N.. &. 
et al.; case 18035; p. 71. 

Humble Oil & Refining Co. va. C. RB. L & 
G. et al.; case 16979; p. 1053. 

Hy Power Gasoline Co. vs. D. & R. G. W. 
et al.; case 18590; p. 130. 

Illinois Electric Porcelain Co. vs. C. B. & 
Q. et al.; case 18562; p. 349. 

Illinois Powder Manufacturing Co. vs. C. C. 
Cc. & St. L. et al.; case 18930; p. 1058. 

Illinois Silica Sand Traffic Bureau vs. A. T. 
& S. F. et al.; case 17817, Sub. No. 1; p. 


1124, 

Illinois Steel Bridge Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 18706; p. 405. 

Illinois Supply Co. vs. Southern et al; case 
18677; p. 1323. 

Independent Slaughterers’ Traffic Association 
et al. vs. New York Central et al.; case 
16746; p. 1059. 

Inderrieden Canning Co. vs. Belt Railway 
Co. of Chicago et al.; case 18786; p. 799. 
Ingalls Iron Works Co. vs. G. H. & S. A. 

et al.; case 18907; p. 1250. 

Inland Waterways Corporation vs. C. G. W. 
et al.; case 19017 (also Zion Institutions 
& Industries et al. vs. Inland Waterways 
Corp. et al.; case 19131; and Commercial 
Club of Fargo, N. D., vs. Same; case 19132); 
p. 1395. 

Inland Waterways Corp. vs. B. S. L. & W. 
et al.; case 18406; p. 1460. 
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et al.; case 18073; p. 72. 
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Italian Fruit & Produce Co. et al. vs. Sou. 
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Josey-Miller Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
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Keokuk Shippers’ Association et al. vs. B. 
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Sou. et al.; case 19265; p. 1323. 

Lehigh Portland Cement Co. vs. L. & N. 
et al.; case 19144; p. 1520. 

Lehr Lumber Co. vs. Red River & Gulf et al.; 
case 18981; p. 1054. 
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et al.; case 16942; p. 73. 
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18937; p. 737. 
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al.; case 18817; p. 1129. 

Liberty Cooperage & Lumber Co. vs. Wabash 
et al.; case 18828; p. 737. 

Liberty Glass Co. et al. vs. L. & A. et al.; 
case 19027; p. 1517. 

Lindeteves-Stokvis vs. Director-General et 
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Lissberger, B., & Co. vs. D. T. & I. et al.; 
case 18917; p. 735. 
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ritories; I. & S. No. 2756; p. 129. 

Live Stock Freight Bureau vs. Santa Fe 
et al.; case 18565; p. 405. 

Lone Star Gas Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
case 18854 2 sub-number thereunder, 
Same vs. C. R L & G. et al.); p. 1055. 
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18781; p. 734. 
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case 17436; p. 1249 
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ee * eae vs. L. & N. et al.; case 19012; 
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R. I. & P. et al.; case 18506; p. 872. 
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et al.; case 18928: p. 1187. 
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case 18418; p. 1188, and a sub-number, 
Firestone Tire & Rubber Co. et al. vs. 
Same. 
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er Joseph A., Sons Commission Co. vs. 
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Michigan Bean Co. vs. D. G. H. & M. et al.; 
case 18371; p. 605. 

Midland Refining Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 16101; p. 1637. 

Mid-West Fruit Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 18606; p. 19. 

Milne, Lumber Co. vs. D. T. & I., case 18389; 
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. 212. 
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National Tube Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al; 
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Ala. Gt. Sou. et al.; case 18106; p. 405. 
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& Q. et al.; case 18891; p. 1396. 
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Q. et al.; case 18540; p. 405. 
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P., M. & O. et al.; ; case 18954; p. 738. 
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& O. et al.; case 18339; 213. 
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Cent. of N. J. et al.; case 18314; p. 212. 
Newbauer, J. H., & Co. et al. gl North- 
western Pacific et al.; case 18527; p. 1058. 
New Fisheries . vs. C. C. C. & St. L. et 

al.; case 18148; 736. 

New Orleans pay Traffic Bureau et al. vs. 
G. M. & N. et al.; case 19151 (also cotton 
from Gulf, Mobile & Northern stations to 
vee Orleans, La., I & S. No. -2855); p. 

Newsome Feed & Grain Co. vs. Pennsylvania, 
and a sub-number, Same vs. P. & L. E.; 
case 18783; p. 734. 

Newton Oil Mill vs. A. & V. et al.; case 
18607; p. 736. 

New York Butchers’ Dressed Meat Co. vs. 
Pennsylvania; case 19120; p. Pa 

New York Port Authority vs. -&S. F. 
et al.; case 16923; p. 406. 

Nichols Wire, Sheet & Hardware Co. vs. 
Tex. & Pac. et al.; case 18822; p. 1520. 
Nicoll, B., & Co., Inc., vs. & M. et al.; 
case 19047; p. 1251. 

North American Creamery Co. vs. American 
Ry. Exp. Co. et al.; case 18955; p. 1188. 
North Dakota Mill & Elevator Assn. et al. 

vs. Nor Pac.; case 18738; p. 1057. 

Northwestern Fruit Exchange vs. Erie; case 
18423; p. 734. 

Northwestern Leather Co. Trust vs. Ga., 
Sou. & Fla. et al.; case 18984; p. 1518. 

Northwest Paper Go. vs. C. M. & St. P. 
et al.; case 18775; p. 1517. 

Ochs, A. c.. Brick & Tile Co. et al. vs. 
C. & N. W. et al; ; case 18843; p. 1584. 





Ogden Packing & Provision Co. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; case 12482; p. 528. 

— Packing & Provision Co. vs. D. & R. 

Director-General, et al.; case 12357 (also 
a Packing Co. vs. Sou. Pac. et al.; 
case 12741); p. 528. 

Ohio Farm Bureau Federation et al. vs. A. 
Cc. & Y. et al.; case 18362; p. 1058. 

Ohio Farm Bureau Federation et al. vs. A. 
& W.; case 15912; p. 214. 

Old Dominion Glass Corp. vs. Pa. et al.; case 
18171; p. 75. 

Old Dominion Paper Co. vs. Reading Co.; 
case 18750; p. 605. 

Oswego, N. Y., City of, vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 17837; p. 1052. 

Ozark Cider & Vinegar Co. et al. vs. A. & 
V. et al.; case 18655; p. 1189. 

Ozark Hardwood Lumber Co. vs. C. M. & St. 
P. et al.; case 18517; p. 871. 

Pacific Embroidery Co. vs. Erie et al.; case 
18575; p. 604. 

Paine Lumber Co. vs. Tenn. Cent. et al.; 
case —s p. 212. 

Palmer, E C., & Co., Ltd., vs. New England 
S. S. Co, et al.; case 18594; p. 529. 

Pape, Charles, & Co., vs. Southern et al.; 
case 18275; p. 470. 

Parkersburg’ Rig . Reel Co. vs. B. & O.; 
case 18645; p. 732 

Parkersburg Rig & & Reel Co. vs. C. R. I. & 
P. et al.; case 18646; p. 737. 

Parkersburg Rig & Reel Co. vs. Union Pa- 
cific et al.; case 16522; p. 604, also a sub- 
—= Same vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; p. 

Peabody Lumber Co. vs. Pennsylvania et al.; 
case 18889; p. 1518. 

Peabody, S. J., Lumber Co. vs. Pennsyl- 
vania et al.; case 18468; p. 667. 

Peaslee-Gaulbert Co. of Georgia et al. vs. 
A. & W. P. et al.; case 18946; p. 1517. 

Peaslee-Gaulbert Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 17448; p. 213. 

Peaslee-Gaulbert Co. vs. Sou. et al.; case 
18284; p. 212. 

Pendleton & Gilkey et al. vs. M., R. L. & 
M. et al.; case 16485, Sub. No. 1; p. 1187. 

Peninsula Produce Exchange vs. Pennsyl- 
vania; case 18810; p. 799. 

Perry Iron Co. vs. New York Central et al.; 
case 17444; p. 213. 

Phillips Petroleum Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; 
case 18424; p. 738. 

Pig iron and articles taking the same rates 
he the state of Ohio; case 17877; p. 

Pine & Cypress Mfg. Co. vs. N. & W. et al.; 
case 18956; p. 1637. 

Pine & Cypress Manufacturing Co. vs. W. & 
L. et al.; case 18633; p. 736. 

Pocahontas Fuel Co., Inc.. vs. Virginian; 
case 18856; p. 1637. 

Port Arthur (Tex.) Chamber of Commerce & 
~ vs. T. & Ft. S. et al.; case 11889; 


weer York Port Authority vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 16923; p. 406. 

Potosi Tie & Lumber Co. vs. Sligo & Eastern 
et al.; case 18463; p. 349. 

Powers, L., Fruit Co. et al. vs. Pennsylvania; 
case 18749; p. 1188. 

Pressburg, I. L., vs. GC. & S. F. et al; 
case 17181; p. 1051. 

Purington Paving Brick Co. and the Streator 
Clay Manufacturing Co. vs. A. & W. et al.; 
case 18395; p. 940. 

Purse Brothers vs. B. & O. et al.; case 
18865; p. 798. 


Pyott, George W., Sand & Gravel rs et al. 
vs. A. T. & S. F, et al.; case 16747; p. 1190. 

Quanah Cotton Oil Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. 
F. et al.; case 17565; p. 732. 

Reliance Brick Co. . Texas vs. K. O. & G. 
et al.; case 16635; 405. 

Rinehart & Dennis ‘Co. vs. Cent. of Ga. et al.; 
case 18848; p. 871. 

Rinella, Battaglia & Co. vs. A. C. L. et al.; 
case 18448; p. 799. 

Roach Creek Coal Co. et al. vs. Ann Arbor 
et al.; case 17882; p. 1519. 

Romann & Bush Pig Iron & Coke Co. vs. 
Santa Fe et al.; case 18996; p. 1054. 

Rotman, S., & Sons. vs. Pennsylvania et al. 
case 18327; p. 797. 

Royal Distributing Co., Inc., vs. B. & O. et 
al.; case 18660 (also Rumford Chemical 
Works vs. Merchants’ & Miners’ Transpor- 
tation Co. et al.; case 18708); p. 733. 

Russell, The Coal Man, Inc., vs. C. C. C. & 
St. L. et al.; case 18345; p. 279. 

Russellville Compress Co. vs. se M. & N. 
iat case 15922 (Sub. Nos. 1'and 2); Dp. 

St. Louis Chamber of Commerce vs. Director 
General, A. G. S. et al.; case 11023; p. 18. 

St. Louis Cooperage Co. et al. vs. C. B. & 
Q. et al.; case 18331; p. 280. 

Sample, T. N. & B. B. B. et al. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; case 18942; p. 16387. 

Samuel, Jonny Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 
18270; 870. 

San ‘Angelo Cotton Oil Co. et al. vs. Ariz. 
Eastern et al.; case 18403; p. 1584. 

San Diego Oil Products Corp. vs. S. D. & A. 
et al.; case 18571; p. 1057. 

Schonthal, gone, ‘Co. vs. New York Cent.; 
case 19190; p. 1637. 

Schuylkill Railway Co. et al. vs. Reading 
Co.; case 18968; p. 939. 

Scott County Milling Co. et al. vs. Butler 








oer R. R. Co. et al.; case 16323; p. 


Scott-Graff Lumber Co. vs. C., St. P., M. & 
O. et al.; case 18794; p. 470. 

Security Mills & Feed Co. vs. Director- Gen- 
eral, Southern et al.; case 10672; p. 797. 
Seldonridge Grain Co. vs. Santa Fe.; case 

18771; p. 736. 

Selig Co. of Texas vs. Pennsylvania et al.; 
case 18373; p. 870. 

Sellers, John Paul, doing business under the 
name of Citizens’ Coal Co. vs. C. C. C. & 
St. L. et al.; case 18618; p. 735. 

a Co. vs. Sou. Pac. et al.; case 17955; 
p. " 

Sherman Paper & Box Co., Inc., vs. A. C. 

& Y. et al.; case 18851; p. 1518. 
ship § preety Co. vs. L. & N. et al.; case 


Shoe Bolten: Manufacturers Assn. of Amer- 
ica vs. N. .» N. H. & H. et al.; case 
18613; p. 1518, 

Simmons Co. vs. Western Pacific et al.; case 
18941; p. 605. 
Simpson, Charles S., Co. et al. vs. G. T. W. 

et al.; case 18329; p. 280. 

Sinclair Oil & Gas Co. vs. C. R. I. & G. et 
al.; case 18161; p. 528. 

Sinclair Oil & Gas Co. vs. M. & O.; case 
18612; p. 279. 

Sinclair sare psi Co. vs. Gt. Nor. et al.; 
case 1830 349. 

Sinclair oe BE Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al; 
case 18417; p. 667. 

Skelly Oil Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al; ; case 
18437; p. 733. 

Skelly Oil Corporation vs. A. T. & S. F. et 
al.; case 18583; p. 1520. 

Skelly Oil Co. vs. Mo.-Kans.-Tex. et al.; case 
18582; p. 1517. 

— Alexander, & Sons Carpet Co. vs. 

& M. et al.; case 18871; p. 872. 

Smit” Alexander, & Sons Carpet Co. vs. Di- 
rector-General of Railroads, as agent; 
case 18825; p. 1053. 

Smith-Wilson & Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 17737; p. 280. 

Smitherman & McDonald et al. vs. Mansfield 
— Lumber Co. et al.; case 17898; 
p. a 

Copies, _Sonry, vs. Erie et al.; case 18876; 
p. " 

Soap, soap powder, between points in West- 
ern Trunk Line and Illinois Classification 
w+. I. & S. No. 2748; p. 603, and 

& S. No. 2830, a case of like title. 

Souts Alabama Grocery Co. vs. Cent. of 

Ga. et al.; case 18128; p. 872. 


Southern Agricultural Chemical Corp. vs. C. 
Cc. C. & St. L. et al.; case 15627; p. ~— 
Southern Cotton & Paper Co. vs. ‘A. & 
P. et al.; case 18757; p. 470. 


Southern Kansas Grain & Grain Products 
yo vs. C., R. I. & P. et al.; case 17159; 
p. 

Southern Kansas Millers’ Club et al. vs. A. 
T. & S. F.; case 18923; p. 667. 

Southern Roads Co. vs. G. H. & S. A. et 
al.; case 18511; p. 279. 

Southern Scrap Material Co., Ltd., vs. L. & 
N. et al.; case 18441; p. 1585. 


Southern Traffic & Audit Assn. vs. I. G. N. 
et al.; case 18948; p. 1056. 

Southern Transportation Co. et al. vs. N. & 
W. et al.; case 14877; p. 1051. 

Southwestern Horse & Mule Dealers’ Assn. 
vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 16627; p. 605. 

Southwestern Sheet Glass Co. vs. St. L.- S. 
F. et al.; case 18604; p. 130. 

Spencer, Ww. M., Co. vs. Santa Fe; case 
18457; p. 736. 

Stahl Bros. vs. G. H. & S. A. et al.; case 
18263; p. 737. 

Stanley, H. F., Lumber Co. vs. Y. & M. 
V. et al.; case 19118; p. 1637. 

Stauffer Chemical Co. vs. Outer Harbor Dock 
& Wharf Co., case 17779; p. 129. 

Stee Dt Paper Mills vs. Pa. et al.; case 

Pp. 

Stevens & , eee oa Co. vs. B. & 
M. et al.; case 18502; p. 939 

Stickell, D. A., & Sons, & D. A. Stickell 
& Sons, Inc., vs. Pennsylvania; case 18452; 
p. 

Strauss & Adler, Inc., vs. Erie et al.; case 
17669; and associated cases; p. 1583. 

Summers Fertilizer Co., Inc., vs. Canton R. 
R. et al.; case 18724; p. 1128. 

Sunderland Brothers ‘cb: vs. C., B. & Q. 
et al.; case 18476; p. 798. 

Swan-Finch Oil Corporation et al. vs. B. 
& O. et al.; case age | p. 871. 

Swift & Co. vs. C. & St. P. et al.; case 
18090 (also Movrell’ Jonh, & Co. vs. Gt. 
Nor.; case 18435); p. 1058. 

Swift Specific Co. vs. A. & W. P. et al.; 
case 18943; p. 1396. 

Tennessee Electric Power Co. vs. N. C. & 
St. L.; case 18682; p- 1584. 

Texarkana Cotton Oil Co. vs. DeQueen & 
Eastern et al.; 18372; 2 1188. 

Texas " Co. vs. H. E. & W. T. et al.; ; case 
17678; p. 1251. 

Texas Pacific Coal & Oil Co. vs. Santa Fe 
et al.; case 18811; p. 1323. 

Texas Refining Co. vs. C. R. I. & P. et al.; 
case 16529; p. 73. 

Thomas Traffic Co., on behalf of the Hendrie 
Rubber Tire Co. vs. Ill. Cent. et al.; case 
18265; p. 74. 
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Tidal-Western Oil Corp. et al. vs. Mo.-Kans.- 
Tex. of Texas et al.; case 17870; p. 871. 
Tomahawk Pulp & Paper Co. et al. vs. Ca- 
—— National Railways et al.; case 18589; 

p. " 
Tonawanda Paper Co. Inc., et al. vs. New 
York Central et al.; case 18596; p. 1584. 


Traffic Bureau of the Phoenix Chamber of * 


Commerce et al. vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 
16742; p. 281. 

Transcontinental Oil Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 18272; p. 213. 

Tucson Wholesalers’ Assn. et al. vs. A. T. 
& S. F. et al.; case 17721; p. 75. 

Tuffii Brothers Pig Iron & Coke Co. vs. 
Western Maryland et al.; case 17825; p. 


280. 

Tulsa Rig, Reel & Manufacturing Co. vs. 
Santa Fe et al.; case 19091; p. 1054. 

Twin Lakes Oil Corp. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 18992; p. 1585. 

Underwood Lumber Corp. vs. Cent. of Ga. 
et al.; case 18881; p. 735. 

United Iron, Metal & Supply Co. vs. C. & I. 
M. et al.; case 18858; p. 1250. 

U. S. Bobbin & Shuttle Co. vs. C. M. & St. 
P. et al.; case 18382; p. 349. 

United States Vast Iron Pipe & Foundry Co. 
vs. Ala. Gt. Sou. et al.; case 18869; p. 


1189. 

United Verde Copper Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 19076; p. 1130. 

United Zinc Smelting Corp. vs. B. & O. et 
al.; case 18557; p. 469. 

Vacuum Oil Co. vs. A. C. L. et al.; case 
18904; p. 1461. 

Vickers Petroleum Co. vs. Mo. Pac. et al.; 
case 18273; p. 17. : 

Vickers Petroleum Co. vs. Union Pacific et 
al.; case 18818; p. 1129. 

Victor Mfg. Co., Chicago, and others, vs. 
Aberdeen & Rockfish, and others; case 
19412; p. 1585. 

Waco Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. Santa 
Fe et al.; case 18867; p. 940. 

Waite Carpet Co. vs. C. & N. W. et al.; 
case 18623; p. 1461. 

Walsh Fire Clay Products Co. vs. C. & A. 
et al.; case 18620; p. 405. 

Ward Baking Co. et al. vs. Pennsylvania 
et al.; case 18020; p. 605. 

Washington Building Lime Co. vs. B. & O. 
et al.; case 17491; p. 71; also associated 
cases. 

Washington Coal Producers’ Assn. vs. Union 
Pacific et al.; case 18130; p. 868. 

Washington Publishers’ Assn. et al. vs. B. 
& O. et al.; case 15199; p. 733. 

Weinfenbach Marble & Tile Co. vs. Nor. Pac. 
et al.; case 18681; p. 735. 

Weiskittel, A., & Sons Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 18839; p. 799. 

West Coast Lumbermen’s Assn. et al. vs. 
B. Re Director-General et al.; case 8819; 
Pp. e 

West Coast Lumbermen’s Assn. vs. C. M. & 
St. P. et al.; case 17851; p. 214. 

Western Bridge & Construction Co. vs. B. 
& O. et al.; case 17855; p. 736. 

Western Paper Makers Chemical Co. vs. 
A. C. L. et al.; case 19020; p. 734. 

Western Petroleum Refiners’ Assn. vs. St. 
L.-S. F. et al.; case 15748 (also National 
Petroleum Assn. vs. A. & R. et al.; case 
18213); p. 1518. 

Western Shade Co. vs. A. & W. P. et al.; 
case 18516; p. 529. 

West Florida Lumber Co. vs. G. F. & A. et 
al.; case 18505; p. 528. 

West Virginia Malleable Iron Corp. vs. N. 
& W. et al.; case 18670; p. 1584. 

West Virginia Rail Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 18791 (also Silverstein, A. P., & Son 
vs. C. & O. et al.; case 18916); p. 1054. 

Wheeler Publishing Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe 
et al.; case 18621; p. 737. 

Whitaker Paper Co. vs. Big Four et al.; 
case 18535; p. 349. 

White Eagle Refining Co. et al. vs. C. B. & 
Q. et al.; case 1833 Py 18. 

Wieber, F., & Son vs. C. M. & St. P. et al.; 
case 18896; p. 1188. 

Williams, Fred M., vs. Lehigh Valley et al.; 
case 18532; p. 470. 

barmag Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 19187; 
p. q 

Wisconsin Potato Shippers’ Assn. et al. vs. 
Santa Fe et al.; case 18624; p. 1253. 

‘wie, 2° W., vs. Ill. Cent. et al.; case 18746; 
Pp. 3 

Woodcock, O. P., Co. vs. A. C. L. et al.; case 
18833; p. 1059. 

Woodstock Lumber Co. et al. vs. B. & A.; 
case 18045; p. 209. 

Wright, T. H., vs. Trona Railway Co. et al.; 
‘case 17666; p. 797. 

Wroe, John, et al., vs. L. & N. et al.; case 
18785; p. 1251. 

ag? Brothers vs. St. L.-S. F.; case 18259; 
p. 19. 


Public lands; p. 1045. 
Pullman surcharge; pp. 671, 613. 





QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 


Advance charges; p. 34. 
a. a lading; surrender of order notify; p. 


1026. 
Classification; confectionery; p. 1539. 


Classification; elements of; p. 900. 

Combination rule; reference necessary in 
rate tariff; p. 308. 

— to commission vs. suit in court; 
Pp. 4 

Conversion; liability of carrier; pp. 314, 446. 

Conversion; liability of carrier for delivery 
on unindorsed bill of lading; p. 1350. 

Damages; conversion; p. 634. 

Damages; delay due to carrier’s acceptance 
of diversion instructions for movement to 
embargoed point; p. 316. 

Damages; delay due to misroute; p. 974. 

Damages; delay in transportation; p. 1426. 

Damages, free time allowed on shipments 
stopped for loading; p. 252. 

Damages; interest on loss and damage 
claims; p. 818. 

Damages; interest on value of the shipment 
during delay; p. 1160. 

Deaers; measure of; pp. 180, 250, 562, 566, 

Damages; measure of; charges on duplicate 
shipment; p. 170. 

Damages; measure of, for injury to goods 
returned to manufacturer; p. 434. 

Damages; measure of; incidentah; page 34. 

~~: measure of; released valuation; p. 

Damages; measure of; where part of released 
value shipment is lost or damaged; pp. 
432, 1028, 1484. 

Damages; measure of; shipment returned to 


consignor without tender of delivery to / 


consignee; p. 1284. 

Damages; measure where carrier holds ship- 
ment as warehouseman; p. 1212. 

—— notice of constructive placement; 
Pp. 4 

Damages; recovery of; where resulting from 
carrier’s acceptance of shipment to point 
against which embargo existed at time of 
receipt of shipment by carrier; p. 312. 

Damages; special; delay to goods shipped 
under contract of sale; p. 310. 

Damages; special; liability of carrier; p. 170. 

Damages; special; recovery of; p. 700. 

ae liability of carrier; pp. 566, 700, 970, 


Delay; liability of carrier for deterioration of 
perishables; p. 970. 

Delay; liability of carrier where shipment 
delayed account of clearances; p. 900. 

Delivery by steamship company; what con- 
stitutes; p. 634. 

Delivery; liability for loss of or injury to 
goods loaded in trap cars for delivery at 
shipper’s plant; p. 510. 


Delivery of order notify shipment; certified 
~— in lieu of order notify bill of lading; 
p. ks 

enw 3 & surrender of straight bill of lading; 
Pp. . 

Delivery; what constitutes; pp. 312, 562. 

Demurrage; p. 570. 

==: average agreement; pp. 1424, 


Demurrage; average agreement; credits 
earned by one consignor or consignee can- 
not be used by another; p. 1224. 

a: bunching; cars for unloading; 
Dp. . 

Demurrage; free time and charges applicable 
to cars placed for unloading in private in- 
dustry; p. 1212. 

ee: notice of constructive placement; 
p. x 

Cee: reshipment vs. new shipment; 
p. 1222. 

Demurrage; waiver of embargo by delivering 
carrier; p. 1220. 

Embargoes; p. 1352. 

Equipment; furnishing of; p. 824. 

False claim; penalty for filing; p. 33. 

Forwarding agents; absorption of drayage 
charges by; p. 168. 

Freight charges; collection by carrier where 
shipment reconsigned to non-agency sta- 
tion; p. 570. 

Forwarding agent; liability for charges in 
—— of rail rates via direct route; p. 

— charges; liability of consignee; p. 


Freight charges; liability of consignee for 
freight charges supposed to have been paid; 


p. k 
Freight charges; liability of consignor; " 
33, 382, 890, 1092. 26 - - 
Freight charges; liability of consignor; bene- 
— title and ownership; meaning of; p. 


Freight charges; liability of shipper when 
bill of lading reads ‘‘Freight charges pay- 
able—ship lost or not lost; p. 252. 

Inspection; consignee’s right to inspect 
goods; p. 432. 

Inspection; liability of carrier for unauthor- 
ized; p. 8. 

Intrastate rates; jurisdiction of commission 
to order changes in; p. 434. 

Liability of carrier as warehouseman; p. 566. 

Liability of carrier by water as warehouse- 
man; p. 1350. 

Liability of carrier for concealed loss or 
damage; p. 564. 

Liability of carrier for concealed loss or 
damage to imported goods; p. 820. 

Liability of carrier for defective car under 
provisions for milling in transit; p. 826. 


Liability of carrier for delay in investigating 
claim which resulted in shipper losing 
right of action against consignee for pur- 
chase price of goods; p. 768. 

Liability of carrier for failure to make de- 
livery contracted for but not covered by 
tariff provision; p. 820. 

Liability of carrier for failure to perform 
service covered by bill of lading notation 
but not tariff provision; p. 818. 

Liability of carrier for loss of coal; p. 700. 

Liability of carrier for loss of shipment 
where conflict exists; p. 4 

Liability of carrier for loss of shipment 
where conflict exists between marks on 
packages and address on bill of lading; 


p. 312. 

Liability of carrier for permitting unauthor- 
ized inspection of goods; p. 822 

Liability of carrier for failure to perform 
service covered by bill of lading but not 
tariff provision; p. 1026. 

Liability of connecting carriers for short- 
age; p. 1160 

Liability of initial carrier under Cummins 
amendment; p. 1352. 

Liability of steamship company for loss of 
—- due to sinking of steamship; p. 
1480. 

Liability of telegraph company for negli- 
gence in the transmission or delivery of 
messages; p. 1164. 

Liability of terminal carrier for loss of 
goods; p. 634. 

Limitations; p. 170. 

Limitations; action against carrier; p. 1212. 

Limitation; action by carrier for under- 
charge; p. 1220. 

Limitations; action by director-general for 
transportation charges; p. 510. 

Limitations; action for amount refunded as 
overcharge; p. 1354. 

Limitations; complaints for reparation; p. 


Limitations; ‘‘Delivery’’ and ‘“‘Tender of De- 
livery’’; construction of terms as used in 
paragraph 3 of section 16 of act; p. 1426. 

Limitations; misrouting; p. 974. 

Limitation of liability; act of God; p. 1354. 

Limitations; overcharges; pp. 250, 1028, 1164, 
1220, 1854, 1424. 


Limitations; overcharges and undercharges; 
Pennsylvania Intrastate Traffic; p. 380. 


Limitations; recovery of carrier of amount 
due under equalization provisions of mile- 
age tariff; p. 178. 

Limitations; recovery of overcharge from 
barge line; p. 1222. 


Limitations; recovery of overcharge or rep- 
aration by shipper; p. 1220. 
Limitations; suits for loss, damage or delay; 


Limitations; time for filing suit for loss of 
shipment; voluntary payment of claim 
after lapse of limitation period; p. 432. 


Limitations; what constitutes presentation 
of claim to carrier under provisions of 
paragraph 3, section 16 of act; p. 1539. 

Long and short haul; definition of term ‘of 
like kind of property’’; p. 1214. 

oo violation; penalty for; 
D. s 

Loss or damage; proof of; p. 1284. 

Loss or damage; proof of; wagon scale 
weights of consignee; p. 1352. 

Minimum class rates; p. 380. 

Minimum weights; unreasonable; p. 1284. 

Misbilling; liability of shipper; p. 1212. 

Misquotation of rate; p. 772. 

Notice of claim; p. 168, 

Notice of claim; carrier by water; p. 312. 

Notice of claim; exception in bill of lading; 
pp. 180, 770, 970. 


Notice of claim; telegraph companies; p. 248. 

Notice of consignor of refused or unclaimed 
shipment; pp. 1216, 1540. 

Perishable goods; liability of carrier for 
freezing; p. 1160. 

Private cars; unreasonable detention of; 
Pp. 1539. 

Proof of shortage; p. 768. 

Publication of rates; p. 570. 

Rates; application of; p. 972. 

Rates; application of; loaded car transported 
in error as empty; pp. 178, 308. 


‘Rates; bill of lading description of commod- 


ity does not govern application of; p. 168. 
Rates; fourth section violation; pp. 1092, 1480. 
Rates; less carload vs. carload rates; less 

carload rates lower than carload; p. 1222. 
Rates; reasonableness of; rates in opposite 

directions; p. 310. 

Receipt by consignee of goods delivered by 
carrier; p. 1214. 

Reconsigning to defeat through interstate 
rate; pp. 1282, 1426. x 

Reconsignment; charges applicable where 
shipment reconsigned; p. 826. 

Reconsignment; order-notify shipment held 
for surrender of bill of lading at destina- 
tion; p. 1612. 

Reconsignment; right of consignor to recon- 
sign order-notify shipment; pp. 562, 1216, 
1282, 1428, 

Refrigeration; basis for re-icing charge on 
shipments handled under shippers’ instruc- 
tions ‘Do not re-ice”; p. 1610. 
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Reparation; complainants not parties to 
original proceedings; p. 768. 

<n long-and-short-haul violation; 

161 

Reparation; rates subsequently reduced; p. 
1 

Reparation; recovery during period of sus- 
pension of reduced rate; p. 1541. 

Routing instructions; construction of term 
“Connections”; p. 1428. 

Routing and misrouting; pp. 380, 570, 900, 
1482, 1610. 

Routing and misrouting; conflict between 
marks on packages and address on Dill of 
lading; p. 1484. 

Routing and misrouting; A a between 
rate and route; pp. 900, 

Routing and misrouting; das of carrier to 
refuse shipment consigned to station not 
located on its line; p. 820. 

Routing and misrouting; erroneous terminal 
delivery; p. 1666. 

Routing and misrouting; liability of carrier 
where carriers’ agent inserts rate which 
does not apply via route specified by ship- 
per; pp. 1092, 1282. 

Routing and misrouting; liability of carrier 
where carrier’s route specified by shipper; 
Pp. 

Routing and misrouting; loss of reconsigning 
privilege; p. 380. 

Routing and misrouting; lowest rated route 
not availbale owing to size of shipment; 
pp. 1284, 1424, 

Routing and misrouting; rate in transit at- 
tached to bill of lading; p. 1350. 

Routing and misrouting; ratification of car- 
rier’s routing; p. 570. 

Routing and misrouting; right of shipper 
to route; p. 1026. 

Routing and misrouting; shipper must spec- 
ify terminal carrier and not merely indus- 
try siding; p. 308. 

Routing and misrouting; shipper’s routing 
incomplete; p. 1162. 


Routing and misrouting; specification of rate 
in bill of lading equivalent to specification 
of route; pp. 570, 818, 1540, 1610. 


Routing and misrouting; switching vs. road- 
haul for terminal carrier; p. 168. 


Routing and misrouting; transit privilege 
lost; p. 898. 


Routing and misrouting; two stations of 

same name in same state; p. 1286. 
Rule 77; tariff circular 18A; p. 308. 
Sales; p. 564. 


Sales; delivery; what constitutes; p. 636. 
Samples in packages of other freient; p. 254. 


Shipments; carload vs. less-than-carload; 

pp. 434, 566, 822, 1162, 1286, 1426. 
Shipper’s load and count; pp. 316, 822. 
Signature; what constitutes; pp. 768, 898. 
State vs. Interstate traffic; pp. 310, 826, 1162. 
Stoppage in transit; p. 252. 


Switching; team track deliveries by carriers 
of goods received from connections; p. 180. 

Tariff interpretation; pp. 34, 308, 564, 700, 
974, 1028, 1540, 1542, 1610. 

Tariff interpretation; allowance for cooper- 
age; p. 1162. 

Tariff interpretation; combination rule; pp. 
568, 902, 972, 1092. 

Tariff interpretation; application of inter- 
mediate routing from more distant point 
covers intermediate point; p. 1216. 

Tariff interpretation; application of inter- 
mediate rule; pp. 902, 1164. 


Tariff interpretation; application of joint 
line mileage rates; p. 252. 

Tariff interpretation; application of Jones’ 
combination rule to specific rates on 
veneer; p. 1210. 

Tariff interpretation; application of Jones’ 
combination tariff to reconsigned or di- 
verted shipments; p. 170. 

Tariff interpretation; application of mixed 
carloads rating on straight carload ship- 
ments; p. 818. 

Tariff interpretation; application of propor- 
tional rate; p. 560. 

Tariff interpretation; application of rule 10 
of classification; pp. 110, 1482. 

Tariff interpretation; application of rule 28 
of consolidated classification; p. 560. 

Tariff interpretation; commodity rate to be 
page light of governing classification; 
p. i '. 

Tariff interpretation; compliance with tariff 
provisions by shipper; pp. 33, 1216. 

Tariff interpretation, computation of mini- 
mum charge on less carload shipment sub- 
ject to penalty charge; pp. 180, 510. 

— interpretation; conflicting rates; p. 

Tariff ‘ec eo? follow lot shipments; 
Ppp. 33, 1212, 1480, 1666. 

Tariff interpretation; marking of LL Cc. L. 
perishables shipped under refrigeration; 


Tariff interpretation; 
against cold; p. 


Tariff interpretation; publication of rates 
under rule 77; pp. 34, 312 


Tariff interpretation; rate stated per car, 
me for excess in proportion; p. 


protective service 





Tariff interpretation; rates applicable on 
new cars moving from point of manufac- 
ture to point of initial loading; p. 380. 

Tariff interpretation; specific rates remove 
application of generic rates; p. 770. 

Tariff interpretation; through rates vs. com- 
bination of intermediates; p. 970. 

Tariff interpretation; trade names; p. 972. 

Tariff interpretation; two-ply vs. three-ply 
combination rates in absence of joint 
through rates; p. 168. 

Tariff provisions govern regardless of prac- 
tice of carrier; p. 898. 

Through routes and joint rates; p. 34. 

Transit arrangement; retroactive applica- 
tion of; p. 1539. 

Transit privilege; p. 446. 

Transit; stop to partly unload; p. 1480. 

— carrier’s vs. shipper’s weights; p. 


Weights, minimum; clearances; p. 36. 
Weights and weighing; p. 180. 
Weights and weighing; p. 1214. 


Radio; p. 1575. 
Railroad business forecasts by executives; 


p. 10. 
= legislation (see Newton bill); pp. 613, 


Rate investigation, general, under MHoch- 
Smith resolution and application of western 
railroads; (see also Cotton, Cottonseed, Fur- 
niture, Grain, Iron and Steel, Live Stock, 
— Western class rates); pp. 122° 


Rebate law amendment; p. 96. 

Rebating; pp. 738, 746, 1608. 

Reconsignment, charges for; p. 924. 

Recovery of charges for service during federal 
control (see Newton bill); p. 803. 

Red River bridge tolls; p. 120. 

Refrigeration and icing; pp. 246, 744, 1383. 

Regione! advisory boards; meetings, etc.; 

32, 106, 174, 176, 238, 378, 438, 549, Pat 

630, 694, 749, 813, 904, 950, 1094, 1140, 1270, 
1368, 1412, 1414, 1488, 1536, 1546, 1606, 1650, 


Repair shops, eet p. 318. 

Renaration; pp. 397 

Revenues, railroad; 109, 163, 232, 398, 539, 
ne. 764, 808, 986, 7066, 1688, 1182, 1278, 1506, 


Revenue traffic statistics; pp. 196, 484. 

Rivers, harbors and canals (see also St. Lawr- 
ence Waterway, Panama Canal): pp. 150, 
230, 231, 266, 299, 457, 552, 885, 886, 1490. 

Robinson, Bird M.; address at Oklahoma City; 


1270. 

Routing; pp. 1243, 1256. 

Roofing, prepared: rates on, etc.; p. 1064. 

Rules of practice ‘of the Commission; revision 
of; p. 1241, 

Ryan, R. R.; regional commissions; p. 966. 

St. Lawrence waterway; pp. 85, 158, 368, 396, 
486, 552, 753, 622, 717, 787, 987 1662. 

St. Louis freight transfer; pp. 1384, 1463, 1573. 

Salt, rates on, etc.; p. 70. 

Sand and gravel, rates on, etc.; pp. 802, 1260. 

Seamen’s bills; p. 620. 

Section 15a, proposal to repeal; p. 613. 

Securities, petitions for permission to neem 
finance applications and decisions, etc.; pp. 
13, 14, 15, 20, 76, 110, 138, 207, 217, 282, 300, 
339, 348, 403, 404) 408, 449° 466, 504, 527, 590, 
600, 601, 602, 652, 663, 788, 794, 795, 804, 856, 
932, 943, 724, 739, 995, 1066, 1616, 1050, 1110; 
1150, 1190, 1253, 1254, 1312, 1894, 1547, 1462, 
1514, 1576, 1638. 

Service orders; pp. 1108, 1384 (see Flood traffic 
conditions). 

Shipbuilding; pp. 27, 552, 1148. 


SHIPPING BOARD, THE U. S. 


Appropriations; pp. 87, 156. 
— transport "service; pp. 949, 1016, 


Canadian shipping rule, adoption of by U. S.; 
pp. 230, 423. 

Charleston army base; p. 1274. 

.-  ‘ of services; pp. 816, 1148, 1201, 

Construction loan fund; pp. 232, 485, 613. 

Contract rate investigation; p. 815. 

Conversion and reconditioning of vessels; pp. 
Sore 230, mae’ 422, 620, 680, 682, 684, 753, 949, 

hivestons authorization; p. 949. 

Elkton, loss of; p. 1024. 

Fleet Corporation; pp. 26, 485. 552, 815, 816, 
885, 1014, 1070, 1146, 1148, 1201, 1340, 1534. 

Flour, damage to, in ‘shipment; pp. 753, 885, 


Fuel oil contracts, p. 1530. 
— rate investigation; pp. 552, 753, 


Liquor transportation; p. 1072. 
Loading of vessels; p. 1072. 

Load line bill; & 422. 

Loan fund; p. 421. 

Marine law codification; pp. 88, 158. 

Merchant marine; pp. 87 + 297, 421, 423, 
550, 551, 552, 620, 682, i01 

O’Connor, Chairman; suit , pp. 229, 
618, 752; .etter to Ford, p. 231; ‘appeal to 
shippers, p p. 885. 

sectarian results; pp. 1420, 1533. 

Personn appointments; pp. 27, 886, 1014, 





1070, 1072, 1146, 1530. 

Physical examination of seamen; p. 1602. 

Policies; pp. 1273, _ 1664. 

Profits of lines; p. 

Report to Senate; pp. 2. 158, 229. 

Roofing rates; p. 61 

Sale and allocation of vessels and services, 
terminal leases, etc.; pp. 26, 87, 88, 228, 229, 
230, 297, 300, 372, 486, 553, oe 751, 816, 
1072, 1261, 1374, 1420 1531, 

Services (see Ocean shi ipping _ pp. 
422, 486, 886, 949, 1201, 1602, 1664. 

Suez Canal traffic: p. 949. 

Terminal improvements at Philadelphia and 
Norfolk; ». 422. 

Terminal leases (see O’Connor, suit against); 
pp. 753. 816. 

Tow boat rates; pp. 422, 886. 
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Spanish customs regulations; p. 27. 


Stansbury, William Riley; p. 1507. 
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Arkansas Railroad Commission et al. vs. C. 
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Seaboard Transportation Co.; damages for 
wreck; p. 82. 
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injury; p. 1142. 

Konsoute, G. N., vs. Pennsy.; persona] in- 
jury; p. 536. 

Lawrence, J. F., et al. vs. St. L.-S. F.; re- 
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cases; p. 607. 
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702, 960, 1150, 1492. 

Telephone depreciation; p. 1312. 
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